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Correction Policy 

There is so much truth that is offensive about the American legal system 
that I have no need or intention to lie or fabricate stories. Nevertheless, unintentional 
errors may occur. 1 am eager to make corrections quickly and candidly as soon as I 
discover and confirm them. This policy should not be mistaken for a policy of 
accommodating readers who arc simply unhappy about a published article. If someone 
has been portrayed in a false light, I will endeavor to portray them accurately. 
Likewise, if someone has been falsely accused, I will investigate and make every 
effort to see that they are correctly accused. 

Legal Advice 

The ONLY legal advice this publication offers is this: 

Any attempt to learn to cope with our modern judicial system must be 
tempered with the sure and certain knowledge that “law’ is always a crapshool. 
That is, nothing, not even brown paper bags filled with hundred dollar bills and 
handed to the judge, will absolutely guarantee your victory in a judicial trial or 
administrative hearing. The most you can hope for is to improve the probability that 
you may win. Therefore, do not depend on the articles or advertisements in this 
publication to illustrate anything more than the opinions or experiences of others 
trying to escape, survive, attack or even make sense of “the best judicial system in 
the world”. But don’t be discouraged. There’s not another foolproof publication on 
law in the entire USA — except the Bible. 

“ AntiShyster ” defined: 

Black's Law Dictionary defines “shyster” as “one who carries on any 
business, especially a legal business, in a dishonest Way. An unscrupulous practitioner 
who disgraces his profession by doing mean work, and resorts to sharp practice to 
do it.” Webster's Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary defines “shyster" as “one who is 
professionally unscrupulous esp. in the practice of law or politics.” For the purposes 
of this publication, a “shyster” is a dishonest attorney or politician, i.e., one who 
lies. An "AntiShyster". therefore, is a person, an institution, or in this case, a news 
magazine that stands in sharp opposition to lies and to professional liars, especially 
in the arenas of law and politics. 
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“Full Faith and Credit” 


Government by Default 


by the American Institute for Economic Research 


During the last quarter of 1995 and 
first quarter of 1996, we were treated to the 
spectacle of a budget battle between Con¬ 
gress and President Clinton which eventu¬ 
ally caused the federal government to be 
funded on a month-by-month basis. As a 
result, portions of the federal government 
were shut down for several days. (Many of 
us hoped the entire federal government 
would collapse. Alas, no such luck.) This 
article exposes some of the reality, hypoc¬ 
risy, and crocodile tears government shed 
when faced with the [gasp! ] prospect of de¬ 
faulting [Oh, Nooo!] on government debts. 

I find this article intriguing because, 
so far as I can tell, it is mathematically im¬ 
possible to repay the “national" (actually, 
“federal") debt. Nevertheless, we struggle 
manfully to “meet our obligations" even 
though we can’t possibly succeed. I sus¬ 
pect the “national" debt leaves us three al¬ 
ternatives: 1) Slavery as we try forever to 
pay a debt that can’t possibly be paid; 2) 
Inflations we can “technically" repay the 
debt, but with currency that is virtually 
worthless; and 3) Repudiation wherein we 
simply tell the Federal Reserve et al, that 
we have no intention of repaying a “debt" 
that was never based on substance (only 
credit) and as such constituted a scam that 
violates both the Constitution and God's 
law. 

/ have no wish to be a slave nor can 
I see the benefit of hyper-inflation, there¬ 
fore I suspect we should simply repudiate 
the federal debt. 

Those who are frightened by the 
prospect of repudiating the “ national" debt 
should consider this article s contention that 
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our government has effectively repudiated 
its debts on a regular basis for several gen¬ 
erations. Knowing we’ve secretly “repu¬ 
diated" before, we may be encouraged to 
intelligently and publicly repudiate again. 


During the threatened and partial 
government shut-downs of 1995 and early 
1996, the media and the politicians merci¬ 
lessly hyped the potentially “historic” de¬ 
faults on U.S. Treasury securities, even 
though at most it might have caused a mi¬ 
nuscule blip in the U.S. financial data. They 
remained characteristically silent, however, 
about related episodes of monetary misfea¬ 
sance, as well as the checkered and vastly 
more significant history of the currency in 
which the debt is denominated. In real terms, 
the U.S. Government has continuously re¬ 
neged on Treasury obligations since the 
advent of fiat currency. In this sense, it now 
routinely conducts government by default. 

The repeated possibility of a default 
on payments to holders of some U.S. Trea¬ 
sury securities were greeted with almost 
universal dismay in some media circles. 
Prominent in many news reports was the 
view that such a default would mark a his¬ 
toric break with the Federal Government’s 
unblemished record of honoring its finan¬ 
cial obligations — and might precipitate any 
variety of dire consequences, from increased 
interest rates and higher budget deficits to 
widespread financial panic. 

Not surprisingly, Wall Street gener¬ 
ally responded otherwise. The entire episode 
was largely ignored by the financial mar- 
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kets. Yields on Treasury bills during the 
weeks of the threatened default were virtu¬ 
ally unchanged and have remained so. 
Reportedly in the expectation that the Fed 
would actually lower its discount rate in De¬ 
cember, 1995, the Dow Jones Industrials 
Average soared to successive new highs 
above the 5,000 mark. At least one Wall 
Street guru predicted that yields on long¬ 
term Government bonds would soon drop 
below 5 percent; meanwhile, several U.S. 
corporations announced their intention to 
float new issues of 100-year debentures. In 
short, despite the sideshow inside the 
Beltway, it was business-as-usual (and then 
some) in the financial world. 

Of course, Wall Street sentiment has 
never been an accurate barometer of the ac¬ 
tual financial condition of borrowers (as 
long as the commissions roll in), and there 
are many reasons to believe that the Fed¬ 
eral Government is not necessarily a good 
credit risk, especially in the long term. How¬ 
ever, the default issue is a political red her¬ 
ring. More significant, it is not the most im¬ 
portant part of the story — the part that the 
popular media choose to ignore completely. 

Longtime readers of American Insti¬ 
tute for Economic Research publications know 
that for many decades we have chronicled the 
Federal Government’s misfeasance in mon¬ 
etary affairs. Any reverses that the 
Government’s current creditors might suffer 
as a result of, say, a temporary default on T- 
bills, pale in comparison with the losses to 
investors and savers over the decades from 
such monetary mischief. It may be useful to 
re-count briefly some highlights (if they can 
be called that) of that record. 
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It Wouldn’t Be the First Time 

Even were the Treasury to default, it 
would be far from the “first time” that the 
Federal Government has reneged on its fi¬ 
nancial obligations -- mainly by manipu¬ 
lating the currency in which its debts are 
denominated. For example, during the 19th 
century, at times of financial stress (usually 
wartime) the convertibility of the dollar into 
gold or other monetary metals was sus¬ 
pended or interrupted. As a consequence, 
the purchasing power of the currency invari¬ 
ably plummeted until convertibility was re¬ 
stored or, as in the 1870’s, until the prom¬ 
ise of resumption of specie payments for 
paper currency had been secured. 

The passage of the Legal Tender Acts 
during the Civil War, which authorized the 
Government for the first time to issue non¬ 
interest bearing legal-tender notes in which 
its own debt could be repaid, and which re¬ 
mains the hallmark legislation for today’s 
Fiat currency, was perhaps the most egre¬ 
gious manipulation of U.S. currency to that 
point. It halved the “greenback’s” purchas¬ 
ing power — as well as the real return to 
holders of public debt — in a matter ot 
months. 

In view of the dollar’s subsequent de¬ 
cline, however, the most significant mon¬ 
etary event in the Nation’s history was the 
Government’s permanent abrogation ot its 
domestic gold obligations in June 1933 — 
a massive default that virtually every poli¬ 
tician today chooses to ignore. At the time, 
however, some saw it for what it was. When 
President Roosevelt asked then Oklahoma 
Senator Thomas P. Gore, a close student of 
monetary economics, his opinion of the 
matter, the Senator is reported to have re¬ 
plied: “Why, that’s just plain stealing, isn’t 
it, Mr. President?” 

As the Roosevelt administration 
repudiated domestic monetary obligations, 
so the Nixon administration reneged on U.S. 
international monetary obligations by clos¬ 
ing the “gold window” in 1971. With that 
action, the United States formally renounced 
any intention of honoring the obligations 
that for the previous two centuries had gov¬ 
erned international financial settlements. In 
short, the U.S. Government has a “rich” tra¬ 
dition of stiffing its benefactors — credi¬ 
tors and trading partners alike. 

The $11 Trillion Theft 

That unhappy tradition extends far 
beyond past and present holders of U.S. 
Government securities. Virtually all savers 
and investors who held dollar-denominated 
assets have suffered enormous losses due 
to the decreased purchasing power of the 


dollar. According to our most recent calcu¬ 
lations, the total of Americans’ savings 
embezzled through the inflating process 
since 1939 amounts to almost $11 trillion 
in today’s dollars. 

In recent decades even those who in¬ 
vested in “riskless” long-term U.S. Gov¬ 
ernment securities sometimes received, in 
real terms, a negative after-tax return on 
their investments. Such was the situation 
with a 32-year U.S. Government bond is¬ 
sued in February 1958, midway in the 1957- 
58 business contraction. That bond yielded 
nominal interest of 3.5 percent and matured 
in February 1990. But during the lifetime 
of the bond the dollar lost more than three- 
fourths of its purchasing power. At the mar¬ 
ginal tax rate faced by individuals with tax¬ 
able incomes of $75,000 in 1990 dollars, 
the total of all interest payments and return 
of principal to the holder of $ 10,000 of these 
bonds was roughly $6,600 in 1958 dollars, 
for an internal rate of return (IRR) of -2.1 
percent. Taxes and inflation absorbed all in¬ 
terest income and about one-third of the 
principal. In effect, such an “investor” paid 
the Government for the privilege of lending 
it money. It is not without reason that the 
late Dr. Franz Pick termed long-term Gov¬ 
ernment bonds “Certificates of Guaranteed 
Confiscation.” 

In any event, it seems clear that over 
the long run it is mainly monetary events 
that have generated “credit problems” for 
the U.S. Government. Interest rates usu¬ 


ally have spiked upward at times when the 
dollar has been most vulnerable to losses in 
purchasing power (i.e., when its redeemabil- 
ity into monetary commodities has been sus¬ 
pended) - and moderated with the return to 
convertibility. Since 1933, there has been 
no restoration of convertibility, and interest 
rates have remained far above their histori¬ 
cal levels. 

Why Buy Them At All? 

If securities denominated in a genu¬ 
inely sound monetary unit were readily 
available anywhere in the world today, few 
investors probably would be interested in 
purchasing the debt of any current gov¬ 
ernment no matter what the interest rate of¬ 
fered. As shown in the Chart, every major 
currency in the world today is worth far less 
than when it first was issued, and even the 
strongest national currencies now are worth 
only a small fraction of their former value. 
To be fair, in this contest of monetary de¬ 
bauchery the U.S. currency over the long 
run has fared better than some, worse than 
others. In relation to its purchasing power 
in 1913, today’s dollar is worth between 6 
and 7 cents. 

Given the seemingly inexorable slide 
of all fiat [debt-based, paper & electronic] 
currencies toward worthlessness, and the 
fact that the only restraint on monetary ex¬ 
cess today is the relative value of other fiat 
currencies, perhaps the more intriguing 
question is: Why would anyone buy long- 
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term public securities denominated in any 
fiat currency? 

In practice, not many individuals do. 
Out of a total of $4.9 trillion outstanding in 
U.S. interest-bearing public debt securities, 
only about $344 billion is held by individu¬ 
als, $183 billion of which is in U.S. Sav¬ 
ings bonds. Less than $700 billion of the 
total debt has a maturity greater than 5 years. 

In view of the historically dismal real 
returns on such investments, the oft-voiced 
complaint in Marxist circles that “the rich" 
are reaping a windfall in Government interest 
at taxpayer expense seems doubly naive. To 
the extent that private entities have been will¬ 
ing to buy its debt, the windfall has been the 
Government’s rather than the investors’. A 
more accurate view would be that if “the rich" 
held such investments in great quantities, they 
soon would no longer be rich — which is why 
they decline to do so. 

The institutions that hold the bulk of 
such debt face constraints and consider¬ 
ations other than investment merit. They 
generally arc more concerned with liquid¬ 
ity and often are mandated to hold Treasury 
securities in their reserves. In any event, 
banks, insurance and annuity companies, 
money market funds, et al, are not overly 
concerned about the real value of their as¬ 
sets, because their liabilities also are de¬ 
nominated in dollars. 


It should come as no surprise that the 
Government’s major creditors now are 
largely limited to public or heavily regulated 
entities, and that individuals eschew public 
debt issues. The private markets well know 
what the politicians and the media would 
conceal: that, in real terms, for more than 
half a century the record of Government fi¬ 
nance has been one of continuous default. 

Who Comes First 

When the Money Gets Short? 

Congress ultimately controls the 
purse strings of the Federal Government via 
the debt ceiling. The President is expected 
to live within the financial means so pro¬ 
vided and, when the money gets short, to 
influence (via the veto and other executive 
powers) how available funds will be spent. 
Whatever the rhetoric, in practice it is pre¬ 
cisely during such times of financial strain 
that any Administration reveals its genuine 
priorities — as the Clinton administration 
seems to have done in this latest budget im¬ 
passe. 

In raising the possibility of a default, 
the President in effect announced that when 
the money gets short those who lend money 
to the Government stand last in line — be¬ 
hind the mohair and sugar subsidies, behind 
the public television and radio subsidies, 
behind the subsidies to art and culture, be¬ 


hind welfare and entitlement recipients, be¬ 
hind double-dipping civil service retirees 
and almost anyone else now on the receiv¬ 
ing end of Federal outlays. 

When a private firm’s management 
juggles the books or chooses to pay extrava¬ 
gant payrolls instead of its creditors, it 
quickly finds itself shut out of the credit 
markets (and perhaps shut into prison). To¬ 
day the senior “managers" of the Federal 
Government may believe that the dollar’s 
stamina against most other currencies has 
largely immunized them against that pos¬ 
sibility. Presumably, however, even the most 
forgiving lenders will take only so much 
abuse; if the markets were suddenly to lose 
confidence in the dollar, the U.S. 
Government’s ability to borrow even from 
its current creditors could vanish just as 
quickly as it has in other countries that re¬ 
neged on their debts — or paid them in near¬ 
worthless currency. 


Reprinted with permission from 
“Research Reports”, Dec. 4, 1995, pub¬ 
lished by the American Institute for Eco¬ 
nomic Research, Great Barrington, Mass. 
01230. 


Freeman education 
Weekend Seminars 


On the road again. Vern Holland and Brett Brough with FEA will be holding a series of 
weekend seminars at various locations during August, September, and October of 1996. A FREE 
two hour session will be held on Friday evening before the two-day weekend event. 

Freeman Education Association has more documented wins against the IRS than all patri¬ 
ots and patriot organizations combined. You will learn how the 1R Code really works, coupled 
with effective strategies before, during and after the IRS lien, levy, seizure or sale of real and 
personal property. Vern was cross-examined by the Department of Justice during a recent trial 
from Rx for Seizure Fever , which is included with the weekend seminar fee ... a $97 50 value. 

Featuring for the first time asset protection that works. Featuring the bankruptcy tool 
... not just for discharging taxes. Featuring the nature of the income tax. Direct or Indirect 
Excise tax, included in the seminar price is The Law That Always Was ... successfully used by 
patriot attorney Larry Becraft in the Long Case ... a $10 00 value. 

Featuring obtaining evidence by properly using the Freedom of Information Act to win 
your case, Brough's computerized FOIA included ... a $69 95 value. Featuring FDR's coup d'etat 
and overthrow of our Constitution. Featuring how to litigate, exhausting administrative rem¬ 
edies, Tax Court's jurisdiction and how it operates, quiet title actions, refund actions, and 
much more. 

The seminars will be held in the following cities. For a seminar packet, please write or 
call FEA at 8141 E. 31st Street, Suite F, Tulsa, OK 74145; (918) 622-9486. AUGUST '96: 
SanJose 9, 10, 11; Portland 16, 17, 18; Las Vegas 30, 31, Sept. 1. SEPTEMBER'96: Dallas 
6, 7, 8; San Diego 20, 21, 22; Indianapolis 27, *28, 29. OCTOBER '96: Los Angeles 11, 12, 
13. Write or call for more information. 


6 


ANTlS HYSTER 

www.antishyster.com 


Volume 6, No. 2 











The Hidden fritter Circle iff 0*e 
Global lUuminati Conspiracy 


“Ten Unseen Men Rule the World T 

-Texe Marrs 


Cloaked in mystery and shrouded in secrecy, ten 
ruthless men comprise the "Inner Circle" of the 
Illuminati conspiracy. In this explosive book, based 
on over nine years of intense, investigative research, 
Texe Marrs exposes the diabolical Plan which these 
evil men call their "Great Work." He unmasks their 
occult religion and discloses how this hidden group 
meets privately behind closed doors and issues strict 
orders to a network of agents and associates spread 
throughout the globe. 

The Inner Circle sets the agenda for such 
notorious organizations as the CFR, the Trilateral 
Commission, the Bilderbergers, the Priory of Sion, 
the Order of Skull & Bones, and the Grand Lodges 
of Freemasonry. The Central Intelligence Agency 
(CIA), the Russian KGB, and British Intelligence 
also work for the Inner Circle and enforce its 
directives. 

Presidents, prime ministers, and dictators alike 
bow to this hidden group and plot together for World 
Government. Does the Inner Circle also control 
President Bill Clinton, House Speaker Newt 
Gingrich, Senate Leader Bob Dole, General Colin 
Powell, and billionaire Ross Perot? 

Circle of Intrigue reveals the shocking truth 
about the World Conspiracy and warns of the cosmic 
destiny of this murderous clique of super-rich 
conspirators. Will their despicable plot succeed? 
Have they decreed bloodshed for America’s future? 
Will you end up one of their victims? 


Texe Marrs is publisher of Flashpoint , an international newsletter, and author of over 35 
books, including the landmark national bestsellers. Big Sister Is Watching You and Dark 
Majesty: The Secret Brotherhood and the Magic of A Thousand Points of Light. A 
retired U.S. Air Force officer, he has taught political science, American government, and 
defense policy for the University of Texas at Austin and two other universities, and has 
appeared on radio and TV talk shows across America. 



304 Documented Pages 


$18 (Postage Paid) 


ORDER NOW! Phone toll free 
1 -800-234-9673 (MasterCard, Visa or Discover) 


Or send check or money order form to: Living Truth Publishers, 1708 Patterson Road, Austin, Texas 78733 


Order now and you'll also receive absolutely free a full, six-month subscription to Flashpoint, 
Texe Marrs 1 fascinating and revealing, international newsletter. 
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Money, money, money 


The Silver Bullet 
Won’t Let You 


by Dr. John Rutledge 


Dr. Rutledge is Chairman of Rutledge 
& Co., a private merchant banking firm in 
Greenwich, Connecticut, and a regular col¬ 
umnist for Forbes magazine. His article 
reinforces an opinion that I’ve begun to 
embrace: the Federal Reserve is not as 
powerful as many patriots imagine. Admit¬ 
tedly, the Fed wields seemingly god-like 
powers within the U.S.A., but in the larger 
international context, its power is nearly 
matched by its vulnerability. 

Thanks to modern technology, debt- 
based electronic "money" can be moved 
around the globe in fractions of a second 
without any meaningful control or even 
awareness of government. As a result, capi¬ 
tal “panics " are possible if large numbers 
of individual investors simultaneously move 
massive amounts of electronic money from 
one nation to another having a more attrac¬ 
tive investment opportunity. These elec¬ 
tronic stampedes could theoretically be so 
sudden, unexpected, and massive that they 
might conceivably topple banks, industries, 
or even nations much like our own stock 
market collapsed in 1929. 

Of course, if we had a gold-based 
monetary system, these “money stampedes " 
would not be possible since the physical 
properties of gold prevent anything but the 
slowest and most secure forms of transport. 
For example, although you can move elec¬ 
tronic “money" (debt-based credit) from 
Helsinki to Hong Kong at the speed of light, 
it would take several days and much inter¬ 
vention from central banks and governments 
to move a comparable amount of gold be¬ 
tween the two locations. In fact, I’d bet the 
consequences of combining a substanceless 
“money" (electronic credits) with private 
computers and the international telephone 
system has scared the international bank- 
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ers, Federal Reserve, and most governments 
so badly that they may be reconsidering 
the unthinkable: a return to a gold stan¬ 
dard. 

In any case, Dr. Rutledge's article 
gives an insight into the technology of elec¬ 
tronic money, modern capital mobility, and 
why every government must therefore lower 
taxes (and perhaps even return to the gold 
standard) to attract more investment capi¬ 
tal into their country and prevent the flight 
of capital already there. Because money is 
moving from the monopolistic control of a 
few international bankers and the Federal 
Reserve into the free market, government 
may not only be forced to cut taxes, but to 
actually downsize in order for its people to 
sw'vive the growing competition for capi¬ 
tal. 

‘Tis an ill wind, hmmm ? 


In every decade there is a silver bul¬ 
let idea, the one that makes you look like a 
genius even if you don’t do anything else 
right. Global competition - not for product 
markets but for capital is the silver bullet 
idea for the 1990’s and beyond. 

In the 1970s, the silver bullet was 
inflation and rising tax rates, which ar¬ 
tificially subsidized the return on the 
public’s holdings of property and other tan¬ 
gible assets, relative to the return on securi¬ 
ties. When people moved to capture these 
higher returns by liquidating securities to 
buy more property, stock and bond prices 
collapsed. But the ensuing real estate infla¬ 
tion made property speculators into million¬ 
aires. 

In the 1980s, the silver bullet idea 
was disinflation, which wiped out the re¬ 
turn on holding real assets. This reversal of 
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the 1980’s trends caught investors by sur¬ 
prise, forcing them to shift seven trillion 
dollars out of tangible assets and into finan¬ 
cial assets. Private investors reduced real 
asset holdings from 48% of their wealth in 
1981 to only 32% today. This produced 
commodity and property deflation, and soar¬ 
ing bond prices, which sharply reduced the 
cost of capital for businesses and created a 
quantum jump in the value of companies in 
the stock market. Those on the right side of 
this shift - stock and bond market inves¬ 
tors and managers who bought companies 
through leveraged buyouts in the past 15 
years — made barrelfuls of money. Those 
on the wrong side, stubborn believers that 
the inflationary 1970s would return, were 
wiped out. 

Capital Mobility 

Capital mobility and competition for 
capital are the silver bullet ideas for the fu¬ 
ture. Managing assets and competing for 
capital will be the critical abilities required 
of managers and investors who want to be 
successful. And capital-friendly policies are 
the secret of making economies grow. 

Capitalism is sweeping the world like 
a forest fire in the wake of the collapse of 
the Soviet empire, the opening of China, 
privatizations in Asia and Latin America, 
and the breakout of peace in South Africa, 
Northern Ireland and the Middle East. These 
changes have effectively rezoned large por¬ 
tions of the globe from S1 (socialist) or T1 
(too dangerous for investors) to Cl (prime 
commercial) that are now suitable for de¬ 
velopment. This has dramatically expanded 
the menu of opportunities available to in¬ 
ternational investors by improving risk-ad¬ 
justed returns, and has created massive new 
demands for capital. 
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At the same time, irreversible 
changes have taken place on the supply side 
of world capital markets. Cellular phones, 
computer modems and private satellite net¬ 
works have destroyed government commu¬ 
nications monopolies. This means that to¬ 
day, money moves around the world in an 
invisible and almost costless way at the 
slightest provocation. 

Capital Shortage 

The resulting game of financial mu¬ 
sical chairs, where more and more capital 
users are competing for increasingly scarce 
capital resources, has created a massive 
worldwide capital shortage that has diverted 
enormous sums from traditional markets to 
the fast growing emerging economies. This 
has reduced economic growth and invest¬ 
ment in the U.S. and Western Europe, and 
prolonged the deflation and recession in 
Japan. 

The capital shortage has also had 
positive effects for investors, by forever 
changing the rules of international investing. 
Governments in Argentina, India and other 
developing countries have learned that they 
must provide their workers with modern 
tools by attracting foreign capital if they 
hope to deliver the increased standards of 
living their people are demanding. That’s 
why so many countries are privatizing state- 
owned companies, lowering taxes on capi¬ 
tal and simplifying regulations for foreign 
investors, like the investor protection pro¬ 
visions in NAFTA. 

Each time one country sweetens their 
rules, of course, investors are drawn away 
from some other country that needs the capi¬ 
tal to grow as well. This has triggered a vir¬ 
tual circle of liberalizing policy changes that 
is very positive for capital owners around 
'the world. The irony is that the U.S., which 
created the conditions under which the new 
democracies have a chance to flourish, is 
losing the financial battle for international 
market share of the world’s capital stock. 
The worlds ’ most expensive tax environment 
on income from capital, combined with a 
hostile political and regulatory environ¬ 
ment, are signals which tell capital owners 
to pick up their marbles and leave. 

Competing for Capital 

Competing for capital , not compet¬ 
ing for market, is the name of the new game 
in the world economy. Unfortunately, the 
Clinton administration is still fighting the 
last war. They are aware that making 
America competitive in the new world 
economy is our key to success. But they still 
think we are competing with Germany and 

Volume 6, No. 2 


Japan to sell cars and microchips. The real 
competitive threat to the American standard 
of living in the next decade is losing the 
competitive battle for capital with India, 
China and Brazil, where high returns on 
capital are attracting enormous amounts of 
investment funds. 

Competing for capital is not done 
with tariffs, quotas and domestic content 
legislation, but by creating an environment 
attractive to capital owners. The key to this 
is low tax rates on capital income and capi¬ 
tal gains, and free movement of capital. 
Governments must realize they have lost 
their ability to tax and control capital re¬ 
sources. Mobile capital subjects govern¬ 
ments to strict discipline. They can either 
sit quietly and observe capital at work cre¬ 
ating wealth within their borders, or they 
can impose taxes on capital and drive it 
away, but they cannot do both at the same 
time. 

Raising taxes on capital will simply 
drive it offshore, reducing the productivity 
and incomes of the people left behind with 
empty tool boxes. This applies to state gov¬ 
ernments as well as national ones, as illus¬ 
trated by the steady migration of businesses 
out of high-tax states. 

Zero Taxes on Capital 

Capital mobility turns the tax fairness 
debate on its head, as well. Republican plans 
to cut the capital gains rate would be a step 
in the right direction. But most capital in 
the U.S. is tied up in small businesses, 
whose owners report their gains as ordinary 
income. This means that President Clinton’s 
1993 increase in income tax rates reduced 
the after-tax return on capital by more than 
20 percent, leading many investors to shift 
their interest overseas. In contrast, the sur¬ 
est way to lower the effective tax rate on 
income from capital in the U.S. is to reduce 
the maximum income tax rate. This is ex¬ 
actly what the flat tax proposals of Dick 
Armey, Steve Forbes, and other Republicans 
would accomplish. 


The way to help working families is 
to provide plenty of high productivity, high 
paying jobs by attracting tons of capital to 
the US. In the Financial Analysts' Journal, 
Jack Trey nor presented an elegant math¬ 
ematical proof that the optimal tax struc¬ 
ture for a government trying to maximize 
the after-tax real incomes of workers in 
today’s world of completely mobile capital 
is to impose zero taxes on capital. That 
means zero corporate income taxes and zero 
capital gains rates. Treynor’s policy would 
attract more capital, make workers more 
productive, and increase their after-tax pay- 
checks. 


This article is reprinted with permis¬ 
sion from Institute For Policy Innovation, 
250 S. Stemmons, Ste306, Lewisville, Texas 
75067. (214)219-0811. 


Editor’s speculation: The financial 
free market and the electronic transfer of 
capital may cause serious restructuring of 
the governments around the world. Forced 
to compete for capital, governments may be¬ 
come more friendly to productive individu¬ 
als and companies and less friendly toward 
those entities that might be classified as 
nonproductive or “dependent”. All of 
which sounds pretty good. 

However, consider what might hap¬ 
pen in an extreme case of capital competi¬ 
tion: financial panic. 

These capital “panics ” might not be 
occasional events - you could theoretically 
have hundreds of instantaneous movements 
in a single day. Suppose Hong Kong an¬ 
nounced at 8:00 AM that they had installed 
a new, more competitive financial environ¬ 
ment that would allow currency traders to 
earn an extra 0.015% on their investments. 
Who cares, right? Fifteen thousandths of a 
percent? It’s a triviality. 

Wrong. To a man or conglomerate 
representing billions of dollars, 0.015% is 


DEFRAUDING AMERICA 

Unprecedented insider’s detailed & documented history of 
government corruption, showing an ongoing Trojan-Horse attack 
upon the US from within. 650 pgs. $25. 

UNFRIENDLY SKIES 

History of air disasters and gov’t corruption, and the tragic effects 
of media and government coverup and public apathy. Written 
by a former federal investigator. 650 pages. $25. 

DISAVOW 

Innermost secrets of a CIA proprietary in Hawaii, detailing CIA 
intrigue, funding sources & other CIA secrets. 385 pgs. $22. 
Each book authored by Rodney Stich; excellent reviews. All are 
must-read to understand, defend, and fight government corruption. 
Shipping $3 per book; no shipping charge if 2 or more ordered. 
Orders: 1-800-247-7389; DWP, POB 5, Alamo, CA 4507. 
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serious money. So with a couple of key¬ 
strokes on his computer ; he’ll move his in¬ 
vestment in United States Federal Reserve 
Notes into Hong Kong dollars. Which 
means the relative worth of F.R.N. ’s will fall, 
and even little guys like you and me will 
have to move into Hong Kong dollars to 
avoid suffering a loss. 

To stem the panic, the U.S. govern¬ 
ment might announce at 9:00 AM on the 
very same day that they have cut taxes to a 
degree necessary to not only match the 
0.015% advantage for Hong Kong dollars, 
but actually gain an additional 0.005% ad¬ 
vantage for those who keep their savings/ 
investments in F.R.N. s in the U.S. 

Unfortunately, with the F.R.N. sud¬ 
denly more attractive (in order to stem the 
flow of capita! to Hong Kong); the F.R.N. 
is also suddenly more attractive than the 
German Mark, which inspires a massive 
swing of capital from Germany to the U.S. 
However, by 9:25 AM, the Germans respond 
by making their financial environment equal 
to the U.S. -- but this disrupts the previous 
parity between German Marks and English 
Pounds, which forces England to 

Begin to get the idea ? This electronic 
currency can bring governments to their 
knees, cripple nations instantaneously, and 
potentially precipitate a murderous world¬ 


wide depression. 

Thanks to the modern miracle of 
debt-based money and electronic transfer 
of “credits”, we may be approaching a 
world financial environment similar to a 
roomful of 50 gunfighters all armed with 
hair-trigger automatics. If just one idiot 
makes a false move, an instantaneous fire- 
fight will break out and probably kill or 
wound almost everyone in the room. It s a 
kind of financial “Mutually Assured De¬ 
struction ”. 

They only reliable escape from this 
financial “MAD-ness” may be the restora¬ 
tion of currencies based on real assets like 
gold and silver rather than the debt-based 
currency we currently “enjoy”. 

It appears that all the necessary tech¬ 
nical ingredients are present to allow an ex¬ 
tensive, even worldwide monetary collapse. 
Just because those ingredients are present 
does not mean such a collapse will take 
place. Still, just as gold-based currency may 
be the only salvation for a nation, it may 
likewise be the only salvation for you or 
your family. It might not be a bad idea to 
start investing your savings in gold coins, 
gold stocks, or gold-backed foreign curren¬ 
cies like Swiss Francs. 
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Will the United States Survive Past the Year 2000? 

America's New Age Politicians and the Globalist Conspiracy 




Audiobook (Three 60 minute audiotapes) — $17 (postage paid) 


Investigative Report by Texe Marrs 


The Holy Bible prophesies in the last days a global conspiracy of vast, satanic dimensions. Led by a core elite of the super-rich, New Age 
politicians will come together as one, giving “their power and strength unto the Beast” (Revelation 17). The Beast System of World Govern¬ 
ment will use free trade economics to enrich the hidden rulers of Planet Earth (Revelation 18). Meanwhile, a Gestapo police state will be 
set up to institute a reign of terror and insure the loyalty of the global citizenry (Revelation 13). Texe Marrs, author of 35 books, incuding 
the bestselling Circle of Intrigue, proves that this spectacular time of political and economic evil is now upon us. Virtually every high- 
ranking politician in the U.S.A.—-Republican and Democrat—has willingly allowed themselves to be pliant tools of this horrendous, anti- 
God conspiracy against our national sovereignty. Based on years of painstaking research, with a solid foundation of irrefutable facts, Will 
the United States Survive Past the Year 2000? is the one source you need to discover the truth and prepare for the treacherous days ahead. 


SHOCKING REVELATIONS OF GROTESQUE PROPORTIONS 


House Speaker Newt Gingrich - A closet Marxist, Newt Gingrich Is 
affiliated with the occultic secret society known as the Bohemian Grove. 
Is Gingrich plotting to decimate the Constitution and install a Third Wave, 
borderless, planetary dictatorship? 

President Bill Clinton - The perfect establishment hack, Clinton is a 
member of the traitorous Trilateral Commission, the Bilderbergers, and 
the Council on Foreign Relations. He and Hillary are deep into Egyptian 
occultism and Masonic magic. 

Senator Robert Dole - A 33° Mason, Dole is a fake conservative. He’s 
pro-gun control, pro-gay rights, pro-welfare, pro-abortion, and pro-New 
World Order. So why, then, is Senator Dole avidly supported behind- 
the-scenes by Pat Robertson and his so-called ‘‘Christian’’ Coalition? 

Ross Perot - The Rockefellers’ boy wonder, Perot, is anti-Constitution 
and pro-New World Order all the way. 

Steve Forbes - Is he really that rich?...or is he a lackey of hidden 
money interests and Hollywood weirdos? Why did Steve Forbes escort 
his friend, Mikhail Gorbachev, on a tour of the U.S. in Forbes’ plush 
executive Jet? 

Jesse Jackson - He’s a 33° Prince Hall Mason and friend of Cuba’s 
Fidel Castro. Does David Rockefeller secretly pull his strings? 

Alan Keyes - This United Nations man professes his undying love for 
globalism. Who’s secretly bankrolling this pro-New World Order stooge? 

Jack Kemp - He’s everything a liberal Democrat should be, so why 
does the establishment rave about Kemp being a “conservative?" 


Lamar Alexander - As Secretary of Education, he gave us New Age, 
Outcome Based Education (OBE). Alexander Is a disciple and student of 
occult philosopher, Ren6 Dubos. 

Oliver North - He comes packaged as a Religious Right conservative. 
But watch out!—the insiders know him as “Mr. FEMA,’ the man who 
conspired to give us REX 84, the concentration camp program designed 
for incarceration of patriotic Americans. 

Colin Powell - He’s pro-gay, pro-race quotas, and pro-United Nations. 
In the U.S. Army, Powell was leap-frogged for promotion over more 
deserving military officers. Who made it all happen? 

George Bush - “Mr. Skull & Bones Society’ and now ex-President, 
Bush is still the best friend the Red Chinese butchers of Tiananmen 
Square ever had. 

Rush Umbaugh - A draft dodger and millionaire, Rush Limbaugh is 
chief media pimp for the Republican establishment, a job for which he’s 
been handsomely rewarded. Pro-abortionist Rush is a fan of Janet 
“Butch’ Reno and a promoter of the Federal Reserve, the CFR, the 
WTO, the Trilateral Commission, and other globalist organizations. 

And More New Age Politicians: Find out the bizarre truth about Illinois’ 
Constitution-bashing Congressman Henry Hyde; Texas’ porno producer 
Senator Phil Gramm; Rockefeller servant—and former Vice President- 
Dan Quayle; moralist pretender William Bennett; California’s homosexual- 
promoting Governor Pete Wilson; North Carolina’s 33° Mason Senator 
Jesse Helms; Iowa’s Trilateral^ Representative Jim Leach; Florida’s 
666 legislator Bill McCollum, and other New Age, globalist politicians. 
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Phone Toll Free: 1-800-234-9673 

| Or send check or money order for $17 (postage paid) for each audiobook to: Living Truth Publishers, 
1708 Patterson Road, Austin, Texas 78733. Order now and you’ll also receive absolutely free a full, 
six months subscription to Flashpoint, Texe Marrs’ fascinating and revealing, international newsletter. 


Volume 6, No. 2 


AntiShyster 

www.antishyster.com 


li 
































With Immunity & Injustice For All 


Oh, What A Tangled Web 
We Weave.... 


by Alfred Adask 

Here’s a clipping for the April 10, 

1996 Dallas Morning News: 

“Justice touts judicial freedom 
Washington Chief Justice William 
Rehnquist expressed concern about judicial 
independence Tuesday in the wake of a 
storm of criticism of a federal judge who 
threw out evidence in a New York City drug 
case. Justice Rehnquist praised the Ameri¬ 
can tradition of not impeaching and remov¬ 
ing federal judges for unpopular rulings. The 
idea of an independent federal judiciary “is 
one of the crown jewels of our system of 
government today,” the nation’s top-rank¬ 
ing judge said in a speech to an American 
University audience. The chief justice’s 
remarks came on the heels of criticism lev¬ 
eled against U.S. District Judge Harold Baer 
Jr. in New York City for throwing out evi¬ 
dence in a drug case. Before the judge re¬ 
versed his ruling last week, White House 
spokesman Mike McCurry indicated that 
President Clinton might ask Judge Baer to 
quit his life-tenure job, and certain GOP 
presidential nominee Bob Dole also sharply 
criticized Judge Baer.” 

Judging from this brief clipping. 
Judge Baer is at least an incompetent but 
more likely an arrogant crook who took a 
bribe to fix a drug case. No matter, says 
Supreme Court Justice Rehnquist — the 
important thing is that judges retain that 
“crown jewel” of independence. That is, 
America is somehow vastly improved so 
long as judges can operate beyond the reach 
and influence of the government and the 
people, but even above the law. 

That’s crazy, and the fact that the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court thinks 
it’s OK is just one more proof that our courts 
have moved beyond mere lawlessness into 
outright madness. 


Why immunity? 

Perhaps the purest form of judicial 
“independence” is judicial immunity. That 
is, no matter what happens, you can’t sue a 
judge. 

But if America truly enjoys “the best 
legal system in the world”, why would any¬ 
one (especially judges) need “immunity” 
from being sued or prosecuted for their al¬ 
leged negligent or criminal acts? After all, 
knowing that justice will always prevail, 
why should anyone (especially legal eagles 
like our judges) fear the system? Even if 
judges were sometimes falsely accused, 
given their legal training and expertise, they 
should be able to effectively defend them¬ 
selves, quickly defeat, and counter-sue any 
errant plaintiff in “the best legal system in 
the world”. 

However, instead of defending them¬ 
selves in court (and potentially winning sub¬ 
stantial counter-suits), our judges hide from 
litigation behind the cloak of “judicial im¬ 
munity”. Apparently, the “best legal sys¬ 
tem” is great for all you donkeys out there 
in TV-land, but not quite good enough for 
the “honorable” judges who actually run 
(and understand) the system. (George 
Orwell described the phenomenon in Ani¬ 
mal Farm: “All animals are created equal, 
but some animals are ‘more equal’.”) Al¬ 
though there may be some practical reasons 
to shield judges from the wrath of every ag¬ 
grieved (losing) litigant, it’s impossible to 
examine the concept of judicial immunity 
without concluding that judges (who should 
understand this “best system”) regard our 
courts as capricious, biased, and even ter¬ 
roristic. 'Whatever practical reasons exist 
to support the institution of judicial immu¬ 
nity, no one can argue that immunity inspires 
public confidence in the judicial system or 


respect for our judges. 

The concept of judicial immunity is 
suspect for two reasons: 

First, the Constitution offers no foun¬ 
dation for judicial immunity. Instead, the 
doctrine of separation of powers (that each 
of the three branches of government should 
be separate) and the precept that the nation 
is best served by an “independent” judiciary 
have been interpreted by the courts to mean 
that judges must not only be “independent” 
from the Executive and Legislative branches 
of government, but also “independent” (im¬ 
mune) from the People themselves. I don’t 
believe for one minute that the Founders 
ever intended to establish a class of citizens 
— inside government or out -- that were 
so “more equal” and independent that they 
could freely commit crimes from the bench 
upon the sovereign people. 

Second, the foundation for judicial 
immunity is laid in the ancient peat moss of 
common law and lame arguments about “in¬ 
herent powers of the courts”. That is, the 
courts claim to have certain “natural” pow¬ 
ers, even if those powers are not spelled out 
in the Constitution or law. However, the 
10 h Amendment declares, “The powers not 
delegated to the United States by the Con¬ 
stitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, 
are reserved to the States respectively, or to 
the people.” This suggests that since there 
are no delegated “immunities” for the fed¬ 
eral courts, the common law and “inherent 
powers” arguments are absurd at the fed¬ 
eral level and (unless enshrined in the State 
constitutions) at least suspect and probably 
void in State courts as well. 

The problem is that any litigation 
concerning judicial immunity is decided by 
the judges themselves. The probability that 
judges will provide an “impartial tribunal” 
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to decide if they themselves should be de¬ 
prived of their “right to steal” (judicial im¬ 
munity) is roughly zero. 

Given that the Judicial branch of gov¬ 
ernment is unlikely to rule against its own 
interests, and the Executive branch is pre¬ 
vented by the separation of powers doctrine 
from ruling against judicial immunity — the 
People’s only apparent hope to place the 
judges on an equal footing with the People 
is through political activism of passing 
constitutional amendments and/or state and 
federal statutes which restrict judicial im¬ 
munity and subject judges to the same stan¬ 
dards as common people in “the best legal 
system in the world”. Once judges are as 
exposed to the same “inherent” injustices 
in our legal system as common people, we 
can reasonably expect a huge reduction in 
the frequency and magnitude of the injus¬ 
tice and crimes committed from the bench. 

The consequences of judicial immu¬ 
nity are many, gross, and increasingly bi¬ 
zarre. For example, when Dawn Stoll’s ex- 
husband decided to regain custody of their 
daughter, (which had been awarded to the 
mother in their divorce), a legal squabble 
broke out. Dawn implies that her ex-hus¬ 
band was “connected” to the local power 
structure and used that relationship to un¬ 
fairly win custody of their daughter. Maybe 
that’s true, maybe not. But at the time the 
custody battle broke out. Dawn was living 
with another man (Stehen Ames, Jr.) who 
also had lawful custody of his son by a pre¬ 
vious marriage. Mr. Ames tried to help 
Dawn maintain custody of her daughter. 
However, by the time the custody battle was 
over, it’s not only true that Dawn Stoll lost 
her daughter — but her boyfriend also lost 
his son. To say this case smells is clearly an 
understatement. 

Having lost their children in what 
they alleged was a government conspiracy. 
Dawn Stoll and Stephen Ames, Jr. filed a 
Title 42 Section 1983 suit against a number 
of the people who allegedly conspired to 
unlawfully take their children. Title 42, 
Sect. 1983 reads: 

“Every person who, under color of 
any statute, ordinance, regulation, custom, 
or usage of any State or Territory or the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, subjects or causes to be 
subjected, any citizen of the United States 
or other Person within the jurisdiction 
thereof to the deprivation of any rights, 
privileges, or immunities secured by the 
Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the 
party injured in any action at law, suit in 
equity, or other proper proceeding for re¬ 
dress. . ,.” [emph. add.] 

What follows is the U.S. District 


Judge James F. McClure, Jr.’s dismissal with 
prejudice (meaning it can’t be amended and 
re-filed) of Dawn Stoll’s and Stephen Ames’ 
Title 42 civil right suit. As you read, note 
how the courts — in order to sustain the un¬ 
constitutional immunity for the judge sued 
in this case, must therefore also “extend” a 
“quasi-judicial” immunity to the prosecu¬ 
tors, the court clerk, the police, child pro¬ 
tective services caseworkers and supervi¬ 
sors, lawyers who work for the government 
and even lawyers who don’t work for the 
government. In short, given that a judge 
was involved, therefore every other person 
allegedly involved in conspiring to steal two 
children must not merely be turned loose, 
but can’t even be tried. 

But Title 42, sect. 1983 says 
“Every person ... shall be liable ....” Are 
we to believe that when Congress passed 
that law, they meant “every person (except 
judges, court clerks, prosecutors, cops, gov¬ 
ernment administrators & caseworkers, and 
lawyers both within and without the gov¬ 
ernment)”? If all these people are immune, 
then who is left to be sued for violating our 
civil rights? The Mexican gardener who 
mows the lawn around the courthouse? The 
courthouse janitor? 

As you read, watch the twisted logic, 
the “extensions” of judicial and quasi-judi¬ 
cial immunity to almost “every person” 
who’s ever even seen a judge. And it’s all 
being done to sustain the unconstitutional , 
ungodly, self-ordained immunity which 
Supreme Court Justice Rehnquist regards 
as one of the “crown jewels” of our govern¬ 
ment. 

I don’t know that Dawn Stoll and 
Stephen Ames Jr. are good parents. Maybe 
the kids are better off somewhere else, 
maybe not. Maybe government officials 
conspired to violate their civil rights, maybe 
not. But Stoll and Ames deserved their day 
in court. You can’t just take children from 
parents and not even give the aggrieved 
parents a public hearing. At least, you can’t 
if you want to continue to act surprised when 
judges get shot. 

This court order strikes me as a good 
example of the kind of insanely arrogant in¬ 
justice that is increasingly common in “the 
best legal system in the world”. It is like¬ 
wise, a good illustration of the old cliche’, 
“Oh, what a tangled web we weave when 
first we practice to deceive.” 

The case was heard “In The United 
States District Court for the Middle District 
of Pennslyvania”, with the caption “DAWN 
MARIE STOLL and STEPHEN KIMBOL AMES. JR.. 
Plaintiffs, vs. NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY. 
PRESIDENT JUDGE SAMUEL C. RANCK, ET AL.. 


Defendants (Case Number: 4: CV-95-1052) 
and included the following Order dated 
October 20, 1995 from James F. McClure, 
Jr., United States District Judge: 

“. . . . For the reasons which follow, 
we will enter an order granting all pending 
motions and dismissing all plaintiffs’ fed¬ 
eral claims with prejudice and without leave 
to further amend. Plaintiffs’ state law claims 
are dismissed without prejudice. 

Rule 12(b)(6) motion 

In deciding defendants’ motion, we 
are “required to accept as true all allega¬ 
tions in the complaint and all reasonable 
inferences that can be drawn from them af¬ 
ter construing them in the light most favor¬ 
able to the non-movant.” Jordan v. Fox, 
Rothschild, O'Brien & Frankel, Inc., 20 
F.3d 1250. 1261 (3d Cir. 1994). “In deter¬ 
mining whether a claim should be dismissed 
under Rule 12(b)(6),” we look “only to the 
facts alleged in the complaint and its attach¬ 
ments without reference to other parties of 
the record.” ]d- Dismissal is not appropri¬ 
ate unless “it clearly appears that no relief 
can be granted under any set of facts that 
could be proved consistent with the 
plaintiff’s allegations.” Id- 

.... “[AJcts performed in ‘excess’ 
of judicial authority do not deprive the judge 
of immunity.” Davis v. Beko , No. 92-15483, 
slip op. at 2 (9th Cir. March 19, 1993), cit¬ 
ing Schucker, supra , 846 F.2d at 1204. If 
these criteria are met, the judge is entitled 
to immunity regardless of his or her intent 
in carrying out the acts alleged. See: O 'Neil 
supra, 642 F.2d 367,368 n. 3 (9th Cir. 1981) 
and Bertucci v. Brown 663 F.Supp. 447, 
452 (E.D.N.Y. 1987). 

All claims asserted against Judges 
Ranck and Fuedale arise out of judicial acts. 
Plaintiff Stoll alleges that Judge Ranck 
“signed an order giving Richard Medellin 
Primary Physical Custody of Shaleena . . . 
[and] unlawfully imprisoned Stoll and un¬ 
lawfully participated in the taking of Plain¬ 
tiffs’ children away from a loving and car¬ 
ing home.” 

Similar allegations are made against 
Judge Fuedale. Plaintiff Stoll alleges that 
he “was involved in the Political and Reli¬ 
gious taking of Shaleena and Michael. 
Fuedale signed the order giving Richard 
Medellin Legal and Physical Custody of 
Shaleena and an Order giving Children and 
Youth Services Temporary Legal and Physi¬ 
cal Custody of Michael without Stoll’s or 
Ames Jr.’s knowing.” 

Here the facts alleged strongly sug- 
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££5/that both judges were acting within the 
bounds of judicial authority, despite allega¬ 
tions that they were acting in their "indi¬ 
vidual capacity” and lacked authority to 
perform the challenged acts. The acts com¬ 
plained of relate exclusively to the judges’ 
disposition of legal matters before them 
pertaining to the dependency\ delinquency 
actions allegedly filed with respect to plain¬ 
tiffs’ minor children. Ruling on such mat¬ 
ters is clearly a judicial act. 

All claims asserted against Judges 
Ranck and Fuedale are, therefore, subject 
to dismissal on grounds of judicial immu¬ 
nity as well as for the other reasons dis¬ 
cussed in this memorandum. 

Immunity of caseworkers 
and judicial staff 

Judicial or quasi-judicial immunity 
extends as well to members of the court and 
county staff for claims arising out of their 
performance of quasi-judicial or 
prosecutorial functions. Butz v. Economou, 
438 U.S. 478, 513-14 (1978) (immunity 
defense extended to individuals whose pow¬ 
ers and purpose are functional \ycomparable 
to those of a judge) . The claims asserted 
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against the court reporter are barred on this 
ground. As a member of the court’s staff, 
she is entitled to quasi-judicial immunity 
from plaintiffs’ claims that she did not prop¬ 
erly transcribe the dependency /custody pro¬ 
ceedings in violation of their constitutional 
rights. 

Immunity of Deputy Sheriff Fessler 
and County Prison staff 

The claims asserted against the 
Northumberland County Deputy Sheriff 
Fessler are, in part, also subject to dismissal 
on grounds of quasi-judicial immunity. Law 
enforcement individuals sued for enforcing 
a court order are entitled to absolute, quasi¬ 
judicial immunity, in Valdez v City and 
County of Denver, 878 F.2d 1285, 1287-90 
(10th Cir. 1989), the Tenth Circuit held that 
police officers enforcing a state court con¬ 
tempt order were absolutely immune from 
damages for the contemnor’s claims of false 
arrest and false imprisonment. The court 
stated that it was unwilling to put officers 
charged with the duty of executing a court 
order in the position of having to choose 
between disregarding the order and facing 
possible sanctions for doing so and carry¬ 
ing out their assigned duty upon risk of be¬ 
ing haled into court and held responsible 
for its enforcement. The Tenth Circuit ex¬ 
pressed concern that if not granted the same 
immunity as the judicial officer who issued 
the contempt order law enforcement offic¬ 
ers may become scapegoats for unconstitu¬ 
tional court orders solely because they are 
the individuals connected with the matter 
who are subject to a civil action. Denying 
the officers absolute immunity for enforce¬ 
ment of the order would, in the court’s 
words, make them a "lightning rod for ha¬ 
rassing litigation aimed at judicial orders.” 
Valdez, supra , 878 F.2d at 1289. Exten¬ 
sion of quasi-judicial immunity to the en¬ 
forcing officers was justified, the Tenth Cir¬ 
cuit held, because: 

[Enforcing a court order or judgment 
is intrinsically associated with a judicial 
proceeding.” Id. at 1288. See also: Turney 
v. O’Toole, 898 F.2d 1470, 1474 (10th Cir. 
1990) (same). 

The Tenth Circuit is not alone in ad¬ 
hering to the view that law enforcement of¬ 
ficers executing a facially valid court order 
are protected by absolute quasi-judicial im¬ 
munity. See, e.g., Roland v. E.W. Phillips, 
19 F.3d 552, 555-57 (11th Cir. 1994); 
Coverdell v. Dept, of Social & Health Servs., 
834 F.2d 758, 764-65 (9th Cir. 1987) (child 
protective services worker removed new¬ 
born infant from hospital and placed her in 
temporary shelter pursuant to court order); 
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Henry v. Farmer City State Bank, 808 F.2d 
1228, 1238 (7th Cir. 1986) (Sheriff who 
participated in enforcing a judgment by con¬ 
fession held entitled to absolute, quasi-ju¬ 
dicial immunity); Tyrniak v Omodt, 676 F.2d 
306,308 (8th Cir. 1982) {per curiam) (sher¬ 
iff evicted plaintiff from home in compli¬ 
ance with court order); and Lockhart v. 
Hoenstine, 411 F.2d 455, 460 (3d Cir.) 
("[A]ny public official acting pursuant to 
court directive is also immune from suit.”), 
cert, denied, 396 U.S. 941 (1969). 

Based on the Tenth Circuit’s reason¬ 
ing in Valdez, supra, 878 F.2d at 1288-90, 
and the widespread acceptance of quasi-ju¬ 
dicial immunity in such cases, we are con¬ 
vinced that the Third Circuit would follow 
the same rationale. 

This quasi-judicial immunity does 
not extend, however, to improper acts com¬ 
mitted in the course of enforcing the order. 
The enforcing officers are not immune from 
allegations that they acted with excessive 
force or denied an individual taken into cus¬ 
tody needed medical care. Martin v. Board 
of County Commissioners of the County of 
Pueblo 909 F.2d 402, 404-05 (10th Cir. 
1990). 

Thus, all claims asserted by plaintiffs 
which attack the mere fact of enforcement 
will be dismissed on grounds of quasi-judi¬ 
cial immunity as well as for the other rea¬ 
sons discussed in this memorandum. 

Quasi-prosecutorial immunity 

Imbler v. Pachtman, 424 U.S. 409 
(1976) extended the absolute immunity 
granted to judges for actions performed in 
their judicial capacity, see Pierson v. Ray, 
386 U.S. 547 (1967), to state prosecuting 
attorneys who act within the scope of their 
duties in initiating a prosecution and pre¬ 
senting the state’s case. Imbler, 424 U.S. at 
431. Imbler was extended by the Court’in 
Butz , to encompass officials acting in a 
prosecutorial capacity. 

State social service agencies acting 
in a prosecutorial capacity are immune from 
section 1983 claims challenging their ini¬ 
tiation and prosecution of child dependency, 
child neglect, child abuse, and juvenile de¬ 
linquency proceedings. Meyers v. Contra 
Costa County Dept, of Social Services 812 
F. 2d 1154, 1156-57 (9th Cir.), cert. Denied, 
484 U.S. 829 (1987); Kurzawa v. Mueller, 
732 F.2d 1456, 1458 (6th Cir. 1984); Orrs 
V. Children and Youth Services Agency, 

1995 WL 564199 (E.D.Pa. Sept. 22, 1995); 
Dunkel v. Dunkel, 1994 WL 24296 at * 2 
(E.D.Pa. Jan. 13, 1994); and Faulkner v. 
Reeves, 1992 WL 96286 (E.D.Pa. 1992). 
Compare: Milispaugh v. County Dep’t of 
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Public Welfare, 937 F.2d 1172 (7th Cir.), 
cert. denied, 112 S.Ct. 638 (1991) (abso¬ 
lute immunity does not attach to removal of 
a child from a home on an emergency basis 
prior to the filing of a petition for custody 
and prior to any judicial hearing.); 
Hodorowski v. Ray, 844 F.2d 1210 (5th Cir. 
1988); Robinson v. Via , 821 F.2d 913, 918- 
919 (2d Cir. 1987). 

The CYS staffers sued by plaintiffs 
are absolutely immune as well from any 
constitutional claims arising out of the man¬ 
ner in which they performed prosecutorial 
functions of their job, i.e. initiating and 
pursuing dependency\ custody proceedings 
involving Michael and Shaleena. 

Such immunity extends as well to 
Line Mountain school personnel to the ex¬ 
tent that the claims against them stem from 
allegations that they reported or initiated an 
investigation into the treatment of Shaleena 
and Michael. 

Respondeat superior claims 

All claims based on claims of respon¬ 
deat superior are also subject to dismissal 
on that ground. Claims based solely on an 
individual’s or an entity’s supervisory au¬ 
thority are not viable under section 1983. 
A defendant cannot be held liable under 
section 1983 unless he caused or partici¬ 
pated in an alleged violation of constitu¬ 
tional rights. Section 1983 claims cannot 
be based on respondeat superior. Rizzo v. 
Goode , 423 U.S. 362, 377 (1976) and 
Chinchello v Fenton , 805 F.2d 126, 133 (3d 
Cir. 1986). The plaintiff must establish a 
“causal connection, or an affirmative link, 
between the misconduct complained of and 
the official sued.’’ Campbell v. Lane, 1990 
WL 171598 (E.D. Ill. Oct. 25, 1990), citing 
Wolf-Lillie v. Sonquist, 699 F.2d 864, 869 
(7th Cir. 1983). See also: Pembaur v. Cin¬ 
cinnati, 475 U.S. 469 (1986) and Oklahoma 
City v. Tuttle, 471 U.S. 808, 823-24 (1985); 
City of Canton v. Harris, 489 U.S. 378, 
(1989); Monell v. New York City Dept, of 
Social Services, 436 U.S. 658 (1978). 

Although certain violations are al¬ 
leged to have been carried out consistent 
with county policy and custom or certain 
wrongs committed because of a failure to 
properly train county employees, others are 
attributed not to any official act, policy, or 
custom, but rather to actions of individual 
county employees. This is not a valid basis 
for a section 1983 claim against the county 
or against any individual acting only in a 
supervisory capacity. Orrs, 1995 WL 
564199 at *2. See also: Johnson, 1993 WL 
245280 at *6 (Lancaster County CYS found 
to be “an arm of Lancaster County and there¬ 


fore” subject to liability under section 1983 
only if the Monell criteria were met). 

All section 1983 claims which plain¬ 
tiffs base on the existence of supervisory 
authority over other individuals are subject 
to dismissal on that ground. 

Allegations against non-state actors 

To recover under section 1983, plain¬ 
tiffs must prove that a person acting under 
color of state law deprived them of rights, 
privileges, or immunities guaranteed by the 
Constitution or the laws of the United States. 
Pokrandt V. Shields, 773 F.Supp. 758, 765 
(E.D.Pa. 1991). Not all of the defendants 
are alleged to be state actors. Claims are 
asserted against Richard Medellin, 
Shaleena’s father, and his attorney Herschel 
Lock, Esq., and against Stoll’s attorney, 
James Rosini, based on their participation 
in the custody proceedings. None of these 
defendants is a state actor, and none of their 
actions renders them such, Lugar v. 
Edmondson Oil Co., 457 U.S. 922, 937 
(1982) (Civil rights claims can be brought 
againsjt private individuals only if they con¬ 
spired with state actors or if their actions 
may be “fairly attributable to the State.”). 
Participation in state court proceedings does 
not render a private individual a state actor 
for section 1983 purposes. See: Torres v. 
First State Dank of Sierra County, 588 F.2d 


“If our Heavenly Father grants us the 
opportunity to turn this nation from its 
present course of destruction, we will 
need such a text to rekindle in the hearts 
and minds of a lost generation, the 
timeless laws and unique heritage of this 
great and once-Christian nation.” 

Police Officer Jack McLamb, Ret., 

Aid & Abet Police Newsletter 

“Fascinating ... a time machine for 
students of legal history, government 
and politics. More insight is found in a 
few pages than a month’s reading of the 
Boston Globe or Washington Post. 
Attorney David Grossack 


1322 (10th Cir. 1978); Lucia Bros. & Co. v. 
Allen, 672 F.2d 347,354 (3d Cir. 1982); and 
Henderson v. Fisher, 631 F.2d 1115, 1119 
(3d Cir. 1980). 

Rosini is not rendered a state actor 
solely because he vj^appointedby the state 
to represent plaintiff Stoll in the underlying 
proceedings. The Supreme Court has held 
that a public defender does not act under 
color of state law when representing an in¬ 
digent defendant in a state criminal proceed¬ 
ing. Polk County v. Dodson, 454 U.S. 312 
(1981). That doctrine extends to private 
attorneys acting as court-appointed coun¬ 
sel. Court-appointment does not render 
them state actors for section 1983 purposes, 
since they are acting on behalf of their cli¬ 
ent — a private citizen. Malachowski V. City 
of Keene, 787 F.2d 704,710 (1 st Cir. 1986). 
Section 1983 liability attaches to court-ap¬ 
pointed counsel only if they are alleged to 
have conspired with state actors to deprive 
the plaintiff of constitutionally protected 
rights. Dennis v. Sparks, 449 U.S. 24, 27- 
28 (1980) and Tower v. Glover, 467 U.S. 
914, 919-20 (1984). There are no allega¬ 
tions to that effect here. 

The same is probably true of defen¬ 
dant Leslie Brydon, Esq. — identified in the 
amended complaint as “Special Conflicts 
Counseler (sic) . . . appointed by Ranck to 
represent Shaleena and Michael,” although 
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Schroder, researcher and author of 
Emergency War Powers. 

“I regret that my first introduction to 
the Constitution wasn’t from this work; 
if I had started with it, I would be 
further down the road than I am now. I 
strongly recommend this work .... 

Our current problems require that we 
know the true origins and meanings of 
the documents which formed our nation, 
and there is no better work for this 
purpose than Analysis of Civil Govern¬ 
ment. ” Lowell H. Becraft, Jr. 
Constitutional Attorney 
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we cannot be entirely certain based on plain¬ 
tiffs’ allegations. Although plaintiff Stoll’s 
allegation that Brydon “arrested” her dur¬ 
ing the custody hearing . . . “commanded 
the Deputy Sheriffs to handcuff her” and 
“throw Ames Jr., Ames Sr. and Evans out 
of the Courtroom,” suggests that Brydon 
was a state actor , her description of Brydon 
as conflicts counsel appointed to represent 
the children suggests the opposite. Since 
other grounds exist for dismissal of the 
claims asserted against Brydon, we need not 
resolve this discrepancy. 

Plaintiffs do allege that defendants 
Medellin and Lock acted “in concert” with 
county employees to bring about the cus¬ 
tody/ dependency proceedings — but that 
assertion is not supported by averments of 
fact. All that is alleged is that Medellin re¬ 
ported various matters regarding the care 
and treatment of the children to the authori¬ 
ties and threatened to institute proceedings 
to have custody taken away from Stoll. Such 
allegations do not show that he conspired 
with state actors to violate plaintiffs’ con¬ 
stitutional rights. 

Leave to further amend 

Although it is customary to granipro 
se plaintiffs leave to amend to remedy plead¬ 
ing defects, we see nothing to be gained by 


allowing plaintiffs to further amend the 
pleadings. They have already amended the 
complaint once. Further, most, if not all, of 
the deficiencies discussed above cannot be 
remedied by new or additional factual alle¬ 
gations, For that reason, we decline to grant 
leave to further amend. 

Remaining state law claims 

Since all federally based claims have 
been dismissed, and this case has not gone 
beyond the pleading stage, we will dismiss 
plaintiffs’ remaining state tort claim with¬ 
out prejudice. 28 U.S.C. § 1367(c)(3). 
Plaintiffs are referred to 42 Pa. Cons. Stat. 
Ann. § 5103(b) and 28 U.S.C. § 1367(d) 
(limitations period tolled for 30 days un¬ 
less state law provides for a longer tolling 
period). 

James F. McClure, Jr. 

United States District Judge 

Redress of grievances? 

Somebody took two children from 
two separate parents, and the courts won’t 
give the aggrieved parents the right to a day 
in court. In order to protect their precious 
judicial immunity, the courts won’t even pay 
these people the courtesy of listening to their 


side of the case. Should we be surprised if, 
ultimately, one or both of the parents resorts 
to violence? Should we be surprised that 
the number of threats and acts of violence 
against judges is increasing? 

No one, finally is immune. You pay 
in court just like everyone else, or you pay 
on the street as a victim of violence, or pay 
in the next world when St. Peter asks, “Just 
what th’ hey did you think you were doing 
down there?” 

Hypocrites, hypocrites all 

But Supreme Court Rehnquist and all 
the other “honorable” judges continue to 
insist they need absolute immunity and in¬ 
dependence for the “best legal system” to 
function properly. The object of course, is 
to ensure that judge’s verdicts shall never 
be tainted by the threat of administrative ac¬ 
tion by the Executive branch of government, 
or by legislative action by the Legislative 
branch — or by lawsuit by We the People. 
Presumably, this extraordinary indepen¬ 
dence and immunity are necessary - even 
at the risk of some judicial crimes - in or¬ 
der to ensure the maximum “objectivity” 
possible when a judge hears a case. 

As anyone close to the “best system” 
can tell you, that’s a bald-faced lie and crock 
of you-know-what. And it’s not even de- 
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will have longer life. And most importantly, 
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conventional fuels. In fact, in some coun¬ 
tries all the cars are made to run only on 
ethanol! 
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batable; the proof is in newspapers on a 
regular basis. 

Consider the headline for the March 
27,1996 edition of the Minneapolis-St. Paul 
Star Tribune : “Judge Lange faces hearing 
on charges of ‘reckless disregard for the 
truth’”. 

According to the newspaper and the 
complaint filed against her, Judge Lange “is 
accused of holding a news conference in her 
courtroom... in which she made statements 
in ‘reckless disregard for the truth.’ She 
told reporters, ‘There is a cancer growing 
in the judiciary,’ and she attacked [judges] 
Keith, Burke and Porter for ‘cronyism’.... 
she [also] made unsupported allegations 
against U.S. Attorney David Lillehaug, ac¬ 
cusing him of prosecutorial misconduct. 
Her action, says the complaint, ‘brings the 
judicial office into disrepute,’ violating the 
state judicial conduct code.” 

“If found guilty, Lange could face 
disciplinary action ranging from a reprimand 
to removal. ...” 

Now, wait a second. Chief Justice 
Rehnquist told us that judicial independence 
was one of the “crown jewels” of our gov¬ 
ernment. And, after all, the Executive 
branch can’t punish her, and the Legisla¬ 
tive branch can’t punish her, and the People 
can sue her (immunity), so what dastardly 


organization is messing with our 
government’s “crown jewels”? 

Who else? The courts. The judiciary 
filed the complaint against Judge Lange, and 
a panel of three “retired” judges will hear 
the charges. 

Apparently, judicial independence is 
great so long as it protects judges from in¬ 
terference from the Executive, Legislature, 
and the People. In fact, that combination 
of independence and immunity is so impor¬ 
tant to the objective functioning of our 
courts that even criminal acts will be toler¬ 
ated if they are committed by judges. 

But if the judge in question is mak¬ 
ing disparaging remarks about the judiciary, 
independence be damned! All the sudden 
that maverick judge must be stopped, si¬ 
lenced, even defrocked for heresy by the 
other gangsters on the bench. 

And this is how the courts control the 
system. In the unlikely event that the People 
ever manage to elect an Honorable, coura¬ 
geous judge to office, no sweat - her “in¬ 
dependence” and “immunity” will be given 
short shrift, and she’ll either learn to play 
the game like the rest of the crooks, or she’ll 
be out. (And not just out of the judiciary - 
- she just might even lose his “license” to 
practice law. What judge will take that risk?) 

If the courts really cared about inde¬ 


pendence and immunity as a critical com¬ 
ponent for conducting fair, objective trials, 
all judges would enjoy independence - even 
those that threatened to expose other judges. 
But that doesn’t happen. The reason is ob¬ 
vious. The judges are just a bunch of gang¬ 
sters with their own code of silence and suf¬ 
ficient arrogance to allow them to be crooks. 

Judges don’t want “judicial indepen¬ 
dence”. They want power. Power to com¬ 
mit and profit from crime. Absolute power 
based on the “legal” inability of the balance 
of government and the People to implement 
virtually any meaningful remedy against ju¬ 
dicial gangsterism, terrorism or even mere 
mistake. 

There has never been a time in all of 
history when any group of men, granted the 
absolute power of immunity from the law 
did not become corrupt and tyranical. The 
“more equal animals” of the American ju¬ 
diciary are no exception. Therefore, if we 
would truly wish to enjoy “the best legal 
system in the world”, all of us — even judges 
- must be equally vulnerable to that legal 
system and the special privileges of judi¬ 
cial independence and immunity must be 
eliminated. 
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Proposed Legislation 


Citizens’ Justice Act Of 1996 


by David Grossack 


Here's one lawyers proposal for 
dealing with the problem of judicial im¬ 
munity. As he says, it’s a “startingpoint”. 
I’d bet that even if this proposed statute 
were passed, it would be neutered or 
struck down by the courts. My instincts 
suggest that judicial immunity will not dis¬ 
appear unless we disband the organized 
Bar associations, remove lawyers from the 
disciplinary oversight of judges, and pass 
a constitutional amendment that clearly 
specifies the limits of judicial immunity. 

Still, this is a starting point that can 
be used to open a dialogue with our leg¬ 
islators to educate them and then encour¬ 
age them to pass anti-immunity legisla¬ 
tion. 


The accompanying proposed legis¬ 
lation is offered as a hopeful starting point 
to making a meaningful change in the di¬ 
rection of the federal judiciary. 

The present direction of the federal 
judiciary, as any intellectually honest ob¬ 
server knows, is devoid of Constitutional 
content. Unelected and unaccountable 
federal judges cannot even be sued for in¬ 
junctive relief. 

This proposed bill, which has not 
yet been formally introduced into Con¬ 
gress, is in fact a simple way to make fed¬ 
eral judges accountable. I would appreci¬ 
ate if your readers would take a look at it 
and consider sending it to their congres¬ 
sional representative with a request that 
they vigorously work to make it a reality. 

The bill’s intent is to subject judges 
to declaratory and injunctive relief. De¬ 
claratory and injunctive relief are remedies 
which fall short of awarding a claimant 
money damages. Instead, they are a form 
of “equitable relief’. This means a rem¬ 
edy outside of common law and based on 
the historical powers of courts to actively 
pursue basic fairness when no common 
law remedy will work. 

Declaratory judgment is a court 


opinion that simply declares the rights and 
status of parties in a case, the ownership 
of a piece of property, the constitutional¬ 
ity of a custom, rule, statute, or practice - 
- or, otherwise decides a controversy with 
an opinion based on judicial findings of 
law and fact. 

Injunctive relief is a court order ei¬ 
ther prohibiting an act or commanding an 
act. Willful violation of an injunction is 
a contempt of court. 

Examples of these remedies that 
might be usefully applied to federal 
judges: 

An injunction against judges to 
forbid them from treating pro se litigants 
differently from litigants who hire li¬ 
censed attorneys. 

Declaratory judgments finding that 
deprivation of a jury trial on questions of 
administrative law violates due process. 

Injunctive relief against judges to 
prevent the forfeiture of assets in cases 
where no harm has been done to person 
or property, or where it would constitute 
a violation of 8th amendment’s prohibi¬ 
tion against excessive fines. 

Declaratory judgment against re¬ 
quiring bonds be posted in order to file 
appeals as a violation of procedural due 
process. 

Declaratory and injunctive relief 
against mandatory sentencing guidelines 
that arguably deprive defendants of sub¬ 
stantive due process rights (basic fairness 
in the administration of justice) and eighth 
amendment rights to be protected against 
cruel punishment (i.e., excessively long 
sentences). For example, a trafficker in 
marijuana with multiple counts can spend 
a good portion of his entire life behind 
bars; protestors at an abortion clinic pros¬ 
ecuted under RICO statutes face penal¬ 
ties similar to an underworld ’’godfather". 

Unless reforms are rapidly ac¬ 
cepted, "federal justice" will be seen by 
all to be an oxymoron. Here’s the pro¬ 
posed bill: 


(a) Any person aggrieved by the viola¬ 
tions of his constitutional rights by the actions 
of a member of the federal judiciary shall have 
the right to bring an action under the specific 
section of the constitution from which his griev¬ 
ance arose, and seek declaratory and/or injunc¬ 
tive relief against the offending judge, magistrate 
or other officer, with costs and attorney’s fees to 
be awarded to a prevailing plaintiff. No doctrine 
of immunity shall be allowed to stand as a de¬ 
fense to an action for declaratory or injunctive 
relief against a judge, magistrate or other federal 
official. 

(b) This Statute shall enable all actions 
within the scope of section (a) to be brought in 
either the court where the judge or magistrate 
presides or in that of a district or a state adjacent 
to said state or the state where the plaintiff re¬ 
sides. In the case of federal defendants in Alaska, 
Hawaii or other jurisdictions outside of the con¬ 
tinental United States, the actions may be brought 
in the United States District Court of the District 
of Columbia, in addition to other appropriate ven¬ 
ues. 


(c) All statutes enabling the appointment 
of federal judges at any level by any elected offi¬ 
cial or body of elected officials are hereby re¬ 
pealed. 

(d) The Congress shall appropriate funds 
for and designate elections for all federal judi¬ 
cial vacancies which occur after the adoption of 
this statute. No candidate shall be held disquali¬ 
fied to serve as a federal judicial officer for lack 
of Bar membership. Federal judicial candidates 
shall be United States citizens, bom in the United 
States, and over the age of 30. 

(e) Judges shall serve a term of six years 
and stand for re-election no more than once. 


This is distributed as a public service by 
Attorney David Grossack, Director, Citizens’ 
Justice Programs, Post Office Box 90, Hull, 
Massachusetts 02045. Why not send a copy of 
this bill to your Congressman and encourage him 
to introduce or support this legislation ? Let him 
know there’s a constituency out here in support 
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Whose Time Has Come 


by J.D. Anderson 


As the concept of “immunity ” has 
been “expanded” (see “What A Tangled 
Web We Weave”), so have the number of 
judicial crimes committed against Ameri¬ 
cans. Likewise, unable to find any remedy 
“within the system ”, the number of Ameri¬ 
can victims willing to therefore find their 
remedy “outside the law” has also been 
growing. Result? Judicial paranoia has 
tried to shore up their “judicial immunity ” 
with the “physical immunity” of increased 
court house security. 

This next letterfrom County Com¬ 
missioner “Andy” Anderson to a judge in 
charge of court house security suggests that 
even the folks in government are beginning 
to see the enhanced court house security as 
the foolish treatment of a symptom rather 
than a cause. Today, county level govern¬ 
ment officials are beginning to embrace the 
ideas and goals of patriotism; tomorrow, 
state legislators will do the same. Soon, 
even federal legislators will openly espouse 
our cause. 


FROM: J.D. (Andy) Anderson 
Stevens County Commissioner, District 2 
Stevens County Courthouse 
RO. Box 191. Colville, WA 99114. 

December 5, 1995 

TO: Honorable Jeffrey C. Sullivan, 
Chairman, Court House Task Force 
Yakima County Prosecutor 
128 North Second Street 
Yakima, WA 98901 

Dear Mr. Sullivan: 

Again, thanks for holding your meet¬ 
ing in Spokane and for allowing me to dis¬ 
agree with all but one person who spoke. I 
find it appalling that instead of approach¬ 
ing this from a common sense and logical 
angle, we have people who only argue “how 
can we afford not to do this!” 

I was not able to adequately express 
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myself that night and wish I would have 
written my thoughts down ahead of time, 
so that I could have read them into the 
record. However, the following are some 
“common sense questions” which I would 
appreciate someone answering, so that I 
might be convinced this program is not a 
total waste of tax payers’ money. 

1) As I stated at the hearing, how 
will all this Security in the courthouse 
protect those who participate in a corrupt 
court system, or anyone else once they leave 
the building? Outside the building, we are 
all fair game. 

2) The judge who was present, said 
that anyone coming into court should be 
protected while they are there for “justice!” 
In my opinion, we have no justice in our 
courts today unless you are with the inside 
crowd. Justice today is spelled by the bo¬ 
gus system as “JUST-US.” 

3) Be that as it may, I now ask all the 
judges there, the legislature, and you, Sir, 
to compare what happened in Seattle and 
Portland courts to the following: 

(a) How many men, women and 
children died in their homes during those 
two days from domestic violence? 

(b) How many people died as a 
result of violent crime on the streets of Se¬ 
attle and Portland those same days? 

(c) How many citizens were 
killed, maimed, hurt or caused to have a 
heart attack as a result of government abu¬ 
sive tactics by the IRS, FBI, ATF or local 
police forces during those two days? 

4) What is being done to “protect” 
those common citizens? Someone said it 
was to protect the people, I totally disagree; 
it is to protect the judges and members of 
the Bar. There is no way the astronomical 
amount of tax money spent for this so-called 
“protection/security” can be justified as pro¬ 
tecting the public. 

5) Who protects the police when they 
are out on the streets? Who protects the 
military in the field? No one! They both 
chose their line of work for one reason or 
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another and it would be narrow minded to 
conclude they chose a “macho” career-field 
and at the same time expected the tax pay¬ 
ers to “PROTECT” them. The same ap¬ 
plies for the judges and attorneys. 

As I stated for the record at the hear¬ 
ing, “If you are afraid of your job, resign 
and get out of the position, or treat the 
people as you would like to be treated. 
Ninety-nine percent of the time you will be 
respected, maybe not liked, but respected 
for your honesty (which is seldom seen in 
the legal system today). Your equal treat¬ 
ment (not special treatment, but “equal” as 
the Constitution dictates), of everyone — 
each and every person coming before you 
will result in respect for you. 

Unless the above approach is accom¬ 
plished, those abusing the Constitution and 
the inalienable rights of the HONEST 
American citizens, rather than the rapist, 
murderers, dope dealers, etc., will never feel 
safe, even if they do have a “security sys¬ 
tem” in the courthouse! It is sad! 

I hope your committee will step back 
and really ask the question: “Am I afraid, 
and will all the waste of the tax payers 
money really protect me or will it only re¬ 
sult in making me more vulnerable to at¬ 
tacks outside the protected area?” I be¬ 
lieve the latter is true. 

Again, I thank you for your time and 
consideration. 

Respectfully, 

J.D. Anderson, Commissioner 


cc: Stevens County Commissioners 
The Honorable Larry Kristianson 
The Honorable Fred Stewart 
John C. Wetle, Stevens County Prosecuting At¬ 
torney 

Ferry County Commissioners 
Ferry County Prosecuting Attorney 
Pend Oreille County Commissioners 
Pend Oreille County Prosecuting Attorney 
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Paranoia or Problem? 


by Fred Shannon 


Since the bombing of the Federal 
Building in Oklahoma City, it’s apparent, 
that paranoia is beginning to take hold, not 
only in the nation, but also in the bureau¬ 
cracy in our nation’s capital. The Secret 
Service and the President, in their infinite 
wisdom, have closed off Pennsylvania Av¬ 
enue to vehicular traffic in front of the 
Whitehouse. 

We, a free nation under God, have 
arrived at the pinnacle of absurdity and para¬ 
noia. A free nation has to protect its high¬ 
est elected official from its own public? 
How ridiculous. 

In order to eliminate the paranoia 
sweeping this nation, it’s necessary to rec¬ 
ognize its cause and source of the problem. 
Proper solution of the problem will elimi¬ 
nate the paranoia. ( 

“Too simple”, you say? Possibly. 
But it’s perfectly obvious that all previous 
remedies have not proven satisfactory. This 
idiotic paranoia is increasing daily. 

Does that part of the American pub¬ 
lic organizing itself into groups called “mi¬ 
litias”, have reason to be doubtful about the 
US Government and its actions during the 
last seven years? 

Certainly. Consider the following: 

* The Wounded Knee incident in¬ 
volving the American Indians in Dakota. 

* Numerous “dynamic entries” (one 
of my favorite BATF/FBI terms for blast¬ 
ing their way into a suspect’s house to serve 
a search warrant) that have resulted in in¬ 
jury and sometimes death to the search war¬ 
rant recipient. 

* The “incident” (FBI classification) 
at Ruby Ridge Idaho, wherein Randy 
Weaver’s wife was killed by a FBI sniper 
while nursing an infant, along with the mur¬ 
der of the Weaver’s 14 year old son. 

* The BATF attack on the Branch 
Davidian “compound” at Waco, Texas that 
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resulted in the deaths of four BATF agents 
and over 85 Branch Davidians during the 
early 1993 time frame. (In the final FBI 
assault, CS gas was used heavily on not only 
the men in the building, but also the women, 
children, and infants. This gas can’t even 
be used on enemies of the United States dur¬ 
ing wartime. Check it out). 

* Then there’s the bombing of the 
federal building in Oklahoma City. Rumor 
has it that several BATF agents were not 
present in the building on April 19, 1995. 
The conspiracy theories on the facsimile cir¬ 
cuit were in abundance the day after the 
bombing. 

* I watched every minute of the Waco 
hearings conducted by the House of Repre¬ 
sentatives. What a show. New York’s Rep¬ 
resentative Schumer and Mississippi’s Rep¬ 
resentative Taylor spent the better part of 
10 days trying to “clear the administration’s 
position” on Waco but failed miserably and 
instead provided many days of “embarrass¬ 
ing moments” for Committee members. 
After the hearings were over, I felt as if I 
were reliving the Warren Commission In¬ 
vestigation of the Kennedy assassination 
because the next logical question was not 
asked. 

Scary, huh? But are all of the above 
listed “incidents” just that, isolated inci¬ 
dents? Or are they really part of a long¬ 
term conspiracy perpetrated by members of 
the US Government to remove all guns from 
the hands of the private citizens and then 
orchestrate the “One World Government” 
takeover? 

One can rest assured that a “dynamic 
entry” into this writer’s home might prove 
embarrassing to everyone. Law enforcement 
agents are welcome in my home at any time, 
providing they are accompanied by a law¬ 
fully executed search and/or arrest warrant, 
or socially. Nothing to hide and faith in our 
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justice system are the contributing factors 
for this statement. However, law enforce¬ 
ment must remember all of the first 10 
amendments to the Constitution pertain to 
this individual. 

However, should federal law enforce¬ 
ment agents be harmed in any way while 
trying to enforce a legitimate law? Abso¬ 
lutely not, but agents should be reminded 
that “dynamic entry” may not always be the 
best public policy procedure for serving le¬ 
gitimate search or arrest warrants. For ex¬ 
ample, criminals have recently started break¬ 
ing into individuals’ homes by breaking 
through of doors and windows while 
screaming “PO-lice! PO-lice!” 

Historically, the most obvious differ¬ 
ence between a criminal’s entry into your 
home and entry by police has been one of 
lawful procedure. The crooks kicked down 
your door, but the police typically knocked, 
announced themselves, gave you an oppor¬ 
tunity to open the door, and served lawful 
papers. If government continues to emu¬ 
late the criminals’ “dynamic entry” proce¬ 
dures, how can the average individual dis¬ 
tinguish between cops and robbers? Un¬ 
able to make that distinction, some might 
soon become so skeptical of dynamic en¬ 
tries accompanied by shouts of “PO-lice, 
PO-lice!” that some real tragedies may tran¬ 
spire. Think about it. 

While it’s true that paranoia is run¬ 
ning rampant through this country, I believe 
that reason will prevail because the major¬ 
ity of the American citizenry will see the 
light, and remove the yoke of the Washing¬ 
ton Bureaucracy from around their necks 
with the vote. That’s the proper way and 
now is the proper time. 

Cause and effect 

What causes this paranoia? 

We have forgotten how to communi- 
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cate with each other. 

For instance, where does it say in the 
Constitution, that the government bureau¬ 
cracy is the boss? Folks, you are the super¬ 
visors of this nation. Communicate that fact 
to your elected representatives. Let them 
know how you feel. For example, if you 
don’t approve of the federal law enforce¬ 
ment agencies “dynamic entries”, let all 
elected officials, and federal law enforce¬ 
ment agencies know of your concerns in 
writing. Remember, don’t be intimidated, 
they work for you. If they see fit not to re¬ 
flect your expressed viewpoint with their 
vote in Congress then let them feel your 
wrath at the next election. Simply turn them 
out. 

To our elected officials, “Are you lis¬ 
tening?” You elected guys/girls better re¬ 
member one man’s detour might be 
another’s derailment. 

Fred Shannon is a contributing 
writer for the Ellis County Press. 

Incidently, the April 8,1996 National 
Law Journal carried an editorial opinion 
and article under the banner headline, “Ju¬ 
dicial Crackups Fracture the Bench”. A 
sub-headline reads, “Outlandish behavior 
in and out of court suggests the pressures 
become too great. ” 

The article by Darryl Van Duch be¬ 
gins, “Judicial meltdown has set in, say 
judges as well as the lawyers and health 
professionals who work with them. Unbear¬ 
able stress, they say, is responsible for in¬ 
creasingly frequent, bizarre incidents in¬ 
volving a surprising number of judges, in¬ 
cluding some at the highest levels 

The editorial opinion declares, “Its 
not very pleasant being a judge these days. 
Mental health professionals say they ’re see¬ 
ing a lot of anger and anxiety in their judi¬ 
cial clients, the apparent result of crushing 
caseloads, novel and complex legal issues 

and increasing media attention . The 

pressures have manifested themselves in a 
number of high-profile and lurid scandals 
involving judges hatching kidnap plots, re¬ 
sisting arrest or obtaining drugs. ” 

(How interesting; kidnapping, resist¬ 
ing arrest, and obtaining drugs are not 
crimes -- at least not for judges -- they are 
merely evidence of “unbearable stress”. 
Sounds like the bleeding heart liberals are 
back to save or excuse the criminal behav¬ 
ior of the poor, down-trodden judges.) 

The editorial continues, “Complaints 
against the third branch of government have 
been on the upswing, too, increasing 24 
percent in the federal courts in just three 


years, with similar or greater increases in 
the states. ” 

It appears we are finally getting to 
them. But regardless of whether the “in¬ 
creasingly frequent bizarre incidents” are 
evidence of “unbearable stress ” and result¬ 
ant mental illness or simply the overt crimes 
of a judiciary overpopulated by arrogant 
gangsters, the problem has finally become 
too large to be ignored. That means some 
kind of system-wide revolution is heading 
for our judiciary. 

That revolution will be driven by the 
paranoia inspired in all of us - citizens, 
police, lawyers, and judges - by the fear- 
mongering, “git-tuff” fascists who've taken 
control of government for the past fifteen 
years. Y’know, it s important to understand 
that every time some politician sells some 
“git tuff” law to tighten down on “niggers, 
wet backs, and po ’ white trash, ” he s really 
creating a climate of fear for all of us. If 
we pass a law to jail anyone with a single 
marijuana cigarette for fifteen years, the 
sentence is so clearly “cruel and unusual”, 
even “peaceniks ” with just one joint in their 
pocket will become so paranoid, that some 
of them will start shooting cops. Then the 
cops get paranoid, start shooting first and 
asking questions later; then they become a 
criminal enterprise to coverfor each other's 
paranoid excesses. Lawyers (both prosecu¬ 


tors and defense) begin to get paranoid be¬ 
cause it’ crosses their minds that when this 
kid who was sentenced to fifteen years for a 
triviality gets out, he just might be angry 
enough to kill somebody. Judges should be 
likewise moved to paranoia by “git tuff ' 
mandatory sentencing. 

The simple truth is that no one can 
impose injustice and not be subjected to the 
terrors of revenge. Sure, you can sentence 
hundreds, even thousands of people to un¬ 
just penalties and most of ‘em won’t even 
whimper. But most people responsible for 
the injustice will at least think about it, will 
at least spend the balance of their lives sip¬ 
ping the adrenaline of their own fear. And 
once in a great while, one of those judicial 
victims will show up with a gun. 

Injustice is a cancer. If you allow it 
into a system - unless it is checked — it will 
eventually take over that system and kill it. 
The American judicial system is infected 
with the cancer of injustice. It has now 
grown to the point that the patient is equally 
in fear for his life and terrified of the radi¬ 
cal surgery necessary to save that life. 

Good. 

Judges are starting to crack. When 
they get scared enough, they'll even begin 
to talk. 


LIVING IN A FOOL’S PARADISE? 

Available to the readers of the AntiShyster is a special 
investigative report outlining why the stock market may fall 20-60% at 
any time;why the Federal Reserve Bank is the biggest fraud in America’s 
history; the “Great Income Tax Swindle” and more! 

This $10 report outlining how the government has confiscated 
our gold, plus a special $12 report exlaining what form of gold 
ownership has great PROFIT POTENTIAL and is still immune from 
both confiscation and IRS oversight, are yours 

FREE! 

i by calling : 

Jim London and SWISS AMERICA at 1-800-Buy-Coin. 

Mention the AntiShyster and he’ll send you these excellent reports 
absolutely FREE! Make sure you mention the “Fools Paradise Reports” 
and your copies will be on the way. Best time to call is 10am-8pm Central 
Time, but Jim is available 24 hours-a- day via voice mail at 

1-800-289-2646. 

You won’t want to miss these FREE reports; CALL TODAY!! 
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A Letter to Comrade Marge 


by Larry Becraft 


Attorney Larry Becraft (Hunts¬ 
ville, Alabama) provided the following let¬ 
ter for possible submission to the /. R. S. I’ve 
edited the original text a little and the “at¬ 
tached photocopy ” referenced in this letter 
is not reproduced herein -- but otherwise 
all the research and fundamental questions 
are courtesy of Mr. Becraft. 

Mrs. Margaret M. Richardson 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
1111 Constitution Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20224 

Re: Lawful creation of IRS 

Dear Mrs. Richardson, 

Over the past several years, several 
friends, lawyers and myself have searched 
unsuccessfully within the Internal Revenue 
Code for the section which created your 
agency — the Internal Revenue Service. 
Eventually, we decided to seek other sources 
of information regarding the establishment 
of the Internal Revenue Service; what we’ve 
found seems amazing. 

For example, in 1972, an Internal 
Revenue Manual 1100 (IRM 1100) was 
published in both the Federal Register and 
Cumulative Bulletin (see 37 Fed. Reg. 
20960, 1972-2 Cum. Bui. 836; a copy is 
attached for your convenience). The very 
first page of the Bulletin’s “Statement Of 
Organization and Functions” includes the 
following admission concerning the lawful 
creation of the IRS: 

“(3) By common parlace [sic] and 
understanding of the time; an office of the 
importance of the Office of Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue was a bureau. The Sec¬ 
retary of the Treasury, in his report at the 
close of the calendar year 1862 stated that 
‘The Bureau of Internal Revenue has been 


organized under the Act of the last ses¬ 
sion....’ Also it can be seen that Congress 
had intended to establish a Bureau of Inter¬ 
nal Revenue, or thought they had , from the 
act of March 3, 1863, in which provision 
was made for the President to appoint with 
Senate confirmation a Deputy Commis¬ 
sioner of Internal Revenue ‘who shall be 
charged with such duties in the bureau of 
internal revenue as may be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, or as may be 
required by law, and who shall act as Com¬ 
missioner of Internal revenue in the absence 
of that officer, and exercise the privilege of 
franking all letters and documents pertain¬ 
ing to the office of internal revenue.’ In 
other words, ‘ihe office of internal revenue’ 
was ‘the bureau of internal revenue,’ and 
the act of July 1, 1862, is the organic act of 
today’s Internal Revenue Service.” [Empha¬ 
sis added] 

Obviously, when the IRS employees 
researched the IRS’s history so a statement 
of origin could be included within IRM 
1100, those employees must have performed 
a very thorough investigation. Therefore, 
the statement that Congress “intended” or 
“thought they had” established the Bureau 
of Internal Revenue (and thereby, the Inter¬ 
nal Revenue Service) must be the best ex¬ 
planation your agency can provide regard¬ 
ing the creation of the IRS (after all, the 
stated explanation is so weak that it would 
not have been included if a stronger expla¬ 
nation was available). 

However, to conclude that Congress 
“thought ” it had created the Bureau is an 
admission that even the government can’t 
find a statute which lawfully created either 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue or the In¬ 
ternal Revenue Service. 

Note that the only office created by 
the act of July 1,1862, was the Office of the 
Commissioner ; neither the Bureau of Inter¬ 


nal Revenue nor the Internal Revenue Ser¬ 
vice was actually created by any of these 
acts. However, at the state level, it is an 
acknowledged rule that a duly constituted 
office of state government must be created 
either by the state constitution or by some 
legislative act. 1 Likewise, a duly constituted 
office of the federal government must be also 
created by either the national constitution 
or by some legislative act of Congress. 2 

Therefore, the IRS Statement of Or¬ 
ganization and Functions (which is also 
published in 39 Fed. Reg. 11572, 1974-1 
Cum. Bui. 440 and the current IRM 1100) 
implicitly concedes that C ongvossnever cre¬ 
ated either the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
or the Internal Revenue Service. 

Besides the problem that the Con¬ 
gressional acts of 1862 did not create either 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue or the IRS, 
there is the additional problem that these 
acts were repealed one decade later by the 
adoption of the Revised Statutes of 1873. 
Therefore, it appears that your agency does 
not legally exist since it was never created 
by any Congressional act — and even if it 
was, the alleged act of creation was later 
repealed. 

Therefore, I am asking that you 
please inform me of whatever citation and/ 
or statute which really did create the IRS. 
Since this is a question of profound national 
importance, I request that you provide an 
answer to me within 20 days. Failing a re¬ 
sponse within that time period, I shall con¬ 
clude that, like me and my fellow research¬ 
ers, even the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue cannot find any statute which pro¬ 
vides for the lawful origin of the Internal 
Revenue Service. 

Yours truly, 

John Doe 
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‘See Patton v. Bd. of Health, 127 Cal. 
388, 393, 59 P.702, 704 (1899)(“One of the 
requisites is that the office must be created by 
the constitution of the state or it must be 
authorized by some statute”); First Nat. Bank 
of Columbus v. State, 80 Neb. 597,114 NW. 
772, 773 (1908); State ex rel Peyton v. 
Cunningham, 39 Mont. 197, 103 P.497, 498 
(1909); State ex rel Stage v. Mackie, 82 Conn. 
398, 74 A. 75, 761(1909); State ex rel Key v. 
Bond, 94 W.Va. 255, 118 S.E. 276, 279 (1923) 
(“a position is a public office when it is created 
by law”); Coyne v. State, 22 Ohio App. 462, 

153 N.E. 876, 877 (1926) (“Unless the office 
existed there could be no officer either de facto 
or de jure. A de facto officer is one invested 
with an office; but if there is no office with 
which to invest one, there can be no officer. An 
office may exist only by duly constituted law”); 
State v. Quinn, 35 N.M. 62, 290 P.786, 787 
(1930); Turner v. State, 226 Ala. 269, 146 So. 
601, 602 (1933); Oklahoma City v. Century 
Indemnity Co., 178 Okl. 212, 62 P.2d 94, 97 
(1936); State ex rel Nagle v. Kelsey, 102 Mont. 
8, 55 P.2d 685, 689 (1936); Stapleton v. 
Frohmiller, 53 Ariz. 11, 85 P.2d 49, 51(1938); 
Buchholtz v. Hill, 178 Md. 280, 13 A.2d 348, 
350 (1940); Krawiec v. Industrial Comm., 372 
Ill..560, 25 N.E 2d 27, 29 (1940); People v. 
Rapsey, 16 Cal.2d 636,107 P.2d 388, 
391(1940); Industrial Comm. v. Arizona State 
Highway Comm., 61 Ariz. 59, 145 P2d 846, 
849 (1943); State ex rel Brown v. Blew, 20 
Wash.2d 47,145 P.2d 554, 556 (1944); Martin 
v. Smith, 239 Wis. 314, 1 N.W.2d 163, 172 
(1941); Taylor v. Commonwealth, 305 Ky. 75, 
202 S.W.2d 992, 994 (1947); State ex rel 


Hamblen v. Yelle, 29 Wash.2d 68, 185 P.2d 
723, 728 (1947); Morris v. Peters, 203 Ga. 

350, 46 S.E.2d 729, 733 (1948); Weaver v. 
North Bergen Tp., 10 N.J. Super. 96, 76 A.2d 
701(1950); Tomarls v. State, 71 Ariz. 147, 224 
P.2d 209, 211(1950); Pollack v. Montoya, 55 
N.M. 390, 234 P.2d 336, 338 (1951); Schaefer 
v. Superior Court in & for Santa Barbara 
County, 248 P.2d 450, 453 (Cal.App. 1952); 
Brusnlgham v. State, 86 Ga.App. 340, 71 
S.E.2d 698, 703 (1952); State ex rel Mathews 
v. Murray, 258 P2d 982, 984 (Nev. 1953); 
Dosker v. Andrus, 342 Mich. 548, 70 N.W.2d 
765, 767 (1955); Hetrich v. County Comm, of 
Anne Arundel County, 222 Md. 304, 159 A.2d 
642, 643 (1960); Meiland v. Cody, 359 Mich. 
78, 101 N.W.2d 336, 341 (1960); Jones v. 

Mills, 216 Ga. 616,118 S.E.2d 484, 485 
(1961); State v. Hord, 264 N.C. 149,141 
S.E.2d 241, 245 (1965); Planning Bd. ofTp. of 
West Milford v. Tp. Council of Tp. of West 
Milford, 123 N.J.Super. 135, 301 A.2d 781, 

784 (1973); Vander Linden v. Crews, 205 
N.W.2d 686, 688 (Iowa 1973); Kirk v. 

Flournoy, 36 Cal.App. 3d 553,111 Cal. Rptr. 
674, 675 (1974); War go v. Industrial Comm., 

58 Ill.2d 234, 317 N.E.2d 519, 521 (1974); 
State v. Bailey, 220 S.E.2d 432, 435 (W.Va. 
1975); Leek v. Theis, 217 Kan. 784, 539 P2d 
304, 323 (1975); Midwest Television, Inc. v. 
Champaign-Urbana Communications, Inc., 37 
Ill.App.3d 926, 347 N.E.2d 34, 38 (1976); and 
State v. Pinckney, 276 N.W.2d 433, 436 (Iowa 
1979). 

2 See United States v. Germaine, 99 
U.S. 508 (1879); Norton V Shelby County, 118 
U.S. 425,441,6 S.Ct. 1121 (1886)(“there can 


he no officer, either de jure or de facto, if there 
be no office to fill”); United States v. Mouat, 

124 U.S. 303, 8 S.Ct. 505 (1888); United 
States v. Smith, 124 U.S. 525, 8 S.Ct. 595 
(1888); Glavey v. United States, 182 U.S. 595, 
607, 21 S.Ct. 891 (1901)(“The law creates the 
office, prescribes its duties”); Cochnower v. 
United States, 248 U.S. 405,407, 39 S.Ct. 137 
(1919) (“Primarily we may say that the 
creation of offices and the assignment of their 
compensation is a legislative function . . . And 
we think the delegation of such function and 
the extent of its delegation must have clear 
expression or implication”); Burnap v United 
States, 252 U.S. 512, 516, 40 S.Ct. 374, 376 
(1920); Metcalf & Eddy v. Mitchell, 269 U.S. 
514, 46 S.Ct. 172, 173 (1926); N.L.R.B. v. 
Coca-Cola Bottling Co. of Louisville, 350 U.S. 
264, 269, 76 S.Ct. 383 (1956)(‘“Officers’ 
normally means those who hold defined 
offices. It does not mean the boys in the back 
room or other agencies of invisible 
government, whether in politics or in the trade- 
union movenent.”); Crowley v. Southern Ry. 

Co., 139 F. 851, 853 (5th Cir. 1905); Adams v. 
Murphy, 165 F. 304(8th Cir. 1908); Scully v 
United States, 193 F. 185, 187 (D.Nev. 1910) 
(“There can be no offices of the United States, 
strictly speaking, except those which are 
created by the Constitution itself, or by an act 
of Congress”); Commissioner v. Harlan, 80 
F.2d 660, 662 (9th Cir. 1935); Varden v. 
Ridings, 20 ESupp. 495 (E.D.Ky. 1937); 
Annoni v. Bias NadaVs Heirs, 94 E2d 513, 515 
(1st Cir. 1938); and Pope v. Commissioner, 138 
F.2d 1006, 1009 (6th Cir. 1943). 


HOW TO OPEN A BANK 
ACCOUNT WITHOUT A 
SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER! 


(Special) Do you want financial privacy? 
Good, because now you can get it. Yes, it’s 
possible to open up a bank account with¬ 
out giving the bank your Social Security 
number!! 

And, if they refuse to cooperate - then 
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Non-Governmental Organizations 


Ecosystem Management: Part of a 
Global Environmental Agenda 

by Henry Lamb 


This article focuses on various biodi¬ 
versity-based strategies used to implement 
a one-world government, but it also pro¬ 
vides my first awareness of'Non-Govern¬ 
mental Organizations” (NGOAlthough 
the author doesn 't explore their structure, 
it’s apparent that NGO’s are government - 
chartered corporate and/or nonprofit orga¬ 
nizations which owe their primary alle¬ 
giance to government (not the People). 

More importantly, like any private 
organization, NGO y s are free to act in ways 
that government cannot. Unrestricted by 
the Constitution, NGO 's can therefore help 
implement social policy which government 
desires but is unconstitutional. 1 suspect 
that a solid understanding of Non-Govern¬ 
mental Organizations may be vital to un¬ 
derstanding the unconstitutional growth 
and goals of Big Government. 

What are NGO's? Although its not 
referenced in this article, the Federal Re¬ 
serve is probably our best known Non-Gov¬ 
ernmental Organization. Whats it do? As 
a private corporation, the Federal Reserve 
allows the federal government to impose in 
fact what is constitutionally forbidden in 
law: a debt-based, paper currency. The 
consequent profits for Federal Reserve 
stockholders are not only enormous but 
untaxed, and the consequent impoverish¬ 
ment of the American people is similarly 
massive and unconstitutional. 

Another example of a Non-Govern¬ 
mental Organization might be the U.S. Post 
Office which was “privatized ” (sold to pri¬ 
vate parties and incorporated) in the early 
1980's and is no longer a true component 
of our constitutional government. Are the 
folks who bought the Post Office getting rich 
at public expense? How ‘bout the Ameri¬ 
can Bar Association? Is that an NGO? 

I suddenly see that the "privatization 
of government” movement (which I once 
cheered) may be extremely dangerous. 


"Privatization ” refers to the process of sell¬ 
ing off government agencies (like the Post 
Office) and placing them in the hands of 
private owners and investors. We've pre¬ 
sumed that a privately owned and managed 
business would necessarily function more 
efficiently and at less cost to the taxpayers 
than one of those clumsy, inefficient gov¬ 
ernment bureaucracies. Naturally critical 
of government, we cheered to see govern¬ 
ment cut up into corporate chunks and re¬ 
installed in the free market. 

But. Once that government agency 
is "privatized” into a Non-Governmental 
Organization, it often becomes a monopoly. 
Worse, as an NGO, it can act in ways for¬ 
bidden for government agencies by the Con¬ 
stitution, and is now beyond the direct con¬ 
trol of the American people. Oh, we can still 
indirectly "influence” an NGO (much like 
we can influence General Motors by not 
buying one of their new models of automo¬ 
biles), but our direct political "control” 
over the NGO's is now as limited as our 
control over GM. 

Perhaps, Mr. Lamb's most shocking 
assertion is that government sometimes "in¬ 
vites ” pet NGO's to sue government over 
one issue or another. Then, rather than de¬ 
fending the suit, government intentionally 
“settles ” the case with the NGO in order to 
pay the pet NGO several hundred thousand 
dollars in taxpayers' money. The object of 
these contrived lawsuits is to illegally 
"fund'' activist organizations which seek to 
implement goals which are "politically cor¬ 
rect'' but unconstitutional. In short, gov¬ 
ernment is taxing you and me to fund NGO 's 
dedicated to destroying private property, 
our Republic, and any semblance of Con¬ 
stitutional government. That’s monstrous 
and treasonous. 

Reading between the lines in Mr. 
Lamb's article, I find chilling implications. 
See if you agree. 


The East Texas Ecosystem Manage¬ 
ment Plan is not an “East Texas” plan. It is, 
in fact, one small step toward the implemen¬ 
tation of a much broader global environmen¬ 
tal agenda. 

Like several other plans now in vari¬ 
ous stages of implementation in America, 
the East Texas Ecosystem Management plan 
was conceived in Gland, Switzerland in a 
publication called the World Conservation 
Strategy, published jointly in 1980 by the 
International Union for the Conservation of 
Nature (IUCN), the World Wide Fund for 
Nature (WWF), and the United Nations 
Environment Programme (UNEP). It was 
given birth in 1981 when the IUCN formally 
proposed an international treaty that was to 
become known as the Convention on Bio¬ 
logical Diversity. ] It was nurtured through 
the 1980’s and presented to the world in Rio 
de Janeiro in 1992 at the United Nations 
Conference on Environment and Develop¬ 
ment (UNCED). President George Bush re¬ 
fused to sign the treaty, but then-Senator, 
now Vice President A1 Gore, urged Presi¬ 
dent Bill Clinton sign the document on June 
4, 1993, and opened America’s door to the 
Global Environmental Agenda. 

Article 8 of the treaty says: 

“Each contracting party shall, as far 
as possible and as appropriate: 

(a) Establish a system of protected 
areas or areas where special measures need 
to be taken to conserve biological diversity.” 

The vague language of the treaty does 
not suggest what "a system of protected 
areas” means; the Global Biodiversity As¬ 
sessment dots. 

Global Biodiversity Assessment 

A full year before the treaty became 
international law (on December 29, 1993 
when ratified by 30 nations), UNEP autho¬ 
rized the development of the Global Biodi- 
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versity Assessment (GBA), required by the 
treaty. 2 The GBA has not yet been officially 
released, so the world cannot yet read what 
is intended. However, we have intercepted 
five sections of the GBA in the final, peer- 
review draft. Section 10 provides a vivid 
description of a system of protected areas: 

‘The protection and management of 
fragments requires .... that representative 
areas of all major ecosystems in a region 
need to be reserved, that blocks should be 
as large as possible, that buffer zones should 
be established around core areas, and that 
corridors should connect these areas. This 
basic design is central to the recently-pro- 
posed ‘Wildlands Project’ in the United 
States.” 

The Wildlands Project 

The Wildlands Project was written by 
Dr. Reed F. Noss, “on contract with the Na¬ 
tional Audubon Society and The Nature 
Conservancy, ” 3 and says: 

• “. . . at least half of the land area 
of the 48 coterminous states should be en¬ 
compassed in core reserves and inner corri¬ 
dor zones ... within the next few decades.” 

• “The native ecosystem and the 
collective needs of non-human species must 
take precedence over the needs and desires 
of humans.” 

• “Ideally, all lands should be man¬ 
aged, at least in part, for biodiversity.” 

• “A wilderness recovery network 
is an interconnected system of strictly pro¬ 
tected areas (core reserves), surrounded by 
lands used for human activities compatible 
with conservation that put biodiversity first 
(buffer zones), and linked together in some 
way that provides for functional connectiv¬ 
ity of populations and processes across the 
landscape.” 

• “These corridors may range in 
scale [from] a few dozen meters wide to re¬ 
gional corridors one hundred miles or more 
in length and many miles in width” 

• “In many cases, private lands will 
need to be acquired and added to national 
forests and other public lands in order to 
serve as effective buffers.” 

The Ecosystem Management Policy 

Immediately after taking control of 
the White House in 1993, A1 Gore began 
reorganizing society around his central or¬ 
ganizing principle: “rescuing the environ¬ 
ment.” 4 He appointed leaders of Green Ad¬ 
vocacy Groups (GAGs) to head virtually all 
resource agencies, and gave them free reign 
to “reinvent” government behind the screen 
of his “National Performance Review.” In 
June, 1995, Executive Order #12852 cre¬ 


ated the President’s Council on Sustainable 
Development, in keeping with Principle 3 
of the Rio Declaration. By August, 1995, 
both the Department of Interior and the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency had draft 
versions of a new Ecosystem Management 
Policy which says, in part: 

“A broad national vision for change 
is needed. The federal government must 
focus this vision by creating and implement¬ 
ing a cohesive and comprehensive national 
policy on ecosystem protection. The Execu¬ 
tive Branch should develop a national eco¬ 
system management policy ... pursuant to 
an executive order . . . pass new laws . . . 
and implement structural changes which 
establish ecosystem plans and institutional¬ 
ize ecosystem management principles.” 5 

The EPA claims to be the catalyst for 
implementation of this broad national vi¬ 
sion, but the Department of Interior (DOI) 
is the primary instigator. DOI’s policy calls 
for the creation of an Interagency Ecosys¬ 
tem Management Coordination Group 
(IEMCG) to serve as a “Forum” for federal 
agencies and non-government agencies and 
to promote “multimedia enforcement” 
which is defined as simultaneous “clustered” 
inspection and enforcement actions by the 
20 agencies in the IEMCG. 6 The Ecosys¬ 
tem Management Policy documents also 
say: 


• Evaluate national policies on en¬ 
vironmental protection and resource man¬ 
agement in light of international policies 
and obligations.” 

• “EPA must make ecosystem pro¬ 
tection a primary goal of the Agency, on a 
par with human health....” 

• “All ecosystem management ac¬ 
tivities should consider human beings as a 
biological resource;” 

• “A national ecosystem manage¬ 
ment strategy should be based on ecologi¬ 
cal rather than political boundaries.” 

Barriers to Ecosystem Management 
to be overcome are defined as: 

• “primacy of state enforcement” 

• “EPA has little influence over lo¬ 
cal policies” 

• “Local political reluctance.” 

East Texas Ecosystem Management Plan 

The new Ecosystem Management 
Policy is but one method by which the glo¬ 
bal environmental agenda is being imple¬ 
mented in America. A major portion of the 
agenda was delivered to Texas by the De¬ 
partment of Interior’s U.S. Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service in the form of the East Texas 
Ecosystem Management Plan (ETEMP), in 
September, 1994. The President’s Council 
on Sustainable Development (PCSD) is now 
developing specific recommendations to re- 
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inforce the Ecosystem Management Policy 
and to further implement the entire global 
environmental agenda. 

ETEMP embraces 73 Texas counties 
and a portion of the Sabine River basin in 
Louisiana. It stretches from the Dallas-Forth 
Worth area to Austin to Louisiana. The plan 
seeks to implement the Ecosystem Manage¬ 
ment Policy consistent with international 
policy, despite the fact that the Convention 
on Biological Diversity has not been rati¬ 
fied by the U.S. Senate. The first goal of 
the plan is to: 

“Restore and maintain the natural 
diversity of the East Texas Ecosystem in 
cooperation with resource management 
agencies, other government and non-gov¬ 
ernment entities, and private landowners.” 

The terms “restore and maintain” are 
not defined in the ETEMP. The Global 
Biodiversity Assessment (GB A) however, is 
quite specific: 

“Ecosystem conservation mea¬ 
sures seek to limit human activities in lim¬ 
ited geographic areas where they may ad¬ 
versely impact populations of species or 
interfere with ecosystem processes (Section 
10.4.2). Rehabilitation involves the repair 
of damaged ecosystems, while restoration 
usually involves the reconstruction of a 
natural or semi-natural ecosystem. The only 
solution to extensively fragmented land¬ 


scapes is the large scale restoration as a 
whole” (Section 10.4.4). [Emph. add.] 

The first goal of the ETEMP is to 
reconstruct natural or semi-natural ecosys¬ 
tems throughout 73 counties in East Texas. 
“Natural” means “present in or produced 
by nature; not mankind. Conforming to the 
usual course of nature and not influenced 
by mans activities .” 7 Clearly stated then, 
the first goal of the ETEMP is to return 73 
Texas counties to a natural condition, not 
influenced by man’s activities. 

The Sierra Club has already mapped 
all of North America into 21 bioregions, 8 
and the Department of Interior has mapped 
52 contiguous ecosystems. 9 Ecological 
units, especially ecosystems and bioregions, 
cross political boundaries. The GBA de¬ 
scribes how these ecosystems and 
bioregions are to be reconstructed — and 
governed : 

• “Within these areas, most activi¬ 
ties are prohibited or restricted to ensure the 
long-lasting conservation of the ecosystem 
concerned. The integrity of a protected area 
may be achieved through public ownership 
or regulatory measures.” 

• “Legislation should facilitate land 
acquisition for conservation purposes by the 
government , by instituting a right of pre¬ 
emption over land coming on the market, a 


right of compulsory purchase , and tax in¬ 
centives for vendors.” 

• “Management boards aim to rep¬ 
resent all interests concerned and are com¬ 
posed of government officials and represen¬ 
tatives of local authorities, scientific insti¬ 
tutions, conservation NGOs , landowners 
and local economic interests.” 

• “The law should clearly establish 
conditions of participation in the decision¬ 
making process and should cover consulta¬ 
tion of scientific bodies and conservation 
NGO’s.lO 

Non-Governmental Organizations 

NGO’s (non-government organiza¬ 
tions) are the foot soldiers of the interna¬ 
tional environmental community. Accord¬ 
ing to the Global Biodiversity Assessment, 
NGO’s bear the primary responsibility of 
educating the community, dominating local 
meetings conducted to build “public/private 
partnerships,” manage protected areas, 
dominate local and regional “stakeholder” 
boards, and ultimately, to dominate 
Bioregional Councils (the management 
mechanism for bioregions). Since 
bioregions are transboundary in nature, the 
Bioregional Council is to have final author¬ 
ity in all land use and resource decisions 
within the bioregion. 

The Department of Interior relies 
heavily on NGO’s. DOI’s “National Hier¬ 
archical Framework of Ecological Units” 
was developed with assistance from The 
Nature Conservancy} 1 Between 1993 and 
1995, DOI gave The Nature Conservancy 
$4,171,281 in direct grants, a part of 
$242,532,016 awarded to 869 NGO’s and 
individuals during the same period. 12 The 
East Texas Ecosystem Management Plan 
(ETEMP) builds on this familiarity with 
NGOs. 

Cooperative ventures may be any ar¬ 
rangement, from DOI’s “Partners for Wild¬ 
life” program, to direct purchase, to agree¬ 
ments reached as a result of multimedia in¬ 
spection and enforcement activities. Action 
Item #2 calls for the Arlington and Clear 
Lake Field offices to develop 75 projects 
that “restore” 11,300 acres over three years, 
and designates $555,000 for that purpose. 
“Public/private partnerships” can be what¬ 
ever it takes to “restore” the East Texas Eco¬ 
system to its “natural” condition. 

Strategy #3 — “Monitor compliance 
with existing Federal laws and regulations” 
— sets forth two action items which utilize 
a little known Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA) between theFarmers Home Admin¬ 
istration (FmHA) and the Department of 
Interior. The MOA requires the FmHA to 
notify the Fish & Wildlife Service anytime 
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a property is repossessed. The Fish & Wild¬ 
life Service then evaluates the property and 
attaches ^perpetual conservation easement 
to the property. If the property cannot be 
sold after the easement is attached, the prop¬ 
erty is added to the federal inventory, or 
transferred to an appropriate NGO. Many 
such properties held by the government are 
managed under contract by NGOs. The 
ETEMP designates $474,500 for this pur¬ 
pose. Throughout the plan, action items call 
for using the media, The Nature Conser¬ 
vancy, and other “conservation groups” to 
“educate diverse segments of the human 
population, emphasizing the importance of 
protecting naturally diverse lands and wa¬ 
ter .. . ” 

As the plan unfolds over the next 
three years, there will be an increase in what 
is called “resource inventory.” Existing in¬ 
ventories from Heritage Corridor studies, 
National Natural Landmarks studies, Sce¬ 
nic Rivers, and Scenic Byways studies will 
be compiled. In fact, Reed F. Noss (author 
of the Wildlands Project) has already com¬ 
piled a preliminary study under contract with 
the Department of Interior. His study says: 
“The most endangered ecosystems are typi¬ 
cally at low elevations and have fertile soils, 
amiable climates, easy terrains, abundant 
natural resources, and other factors that 
encourage human settlement and exploita¬ 
tion.” 13 He says that Texas has suffered, 
“>99.9 percent loss of prairie; 85 percent 
loss of natural longleaf pine forests and al¬ 
most all of the loblolly-short-leaf pine, 
mainly for conversion to loblolly pine plan¬ 
tations.” 14 Loblolly pines planted by man , 
of course, are not “natural”, and do not fit 
the definition of a “restored” ecosystem. 

What To Expect 

Individual land owners will be tar¬ 
geted for “Partnership” agreements. Where 
those voluntary agreements fail, increased 
inspection and enforcement from all 20 
IEMCG agencies can be anticipated. Simul¬ 
taneously, NGOs will sponsor (or cospon¬ 
sor with a government agency) specific lo¬ 
cal or regional workshops and programs to 
“educate the human population.” Slick ad¬ 
vertising campaigns are frequently used, 
especially to promote the designation of 
more wilderness area or park expansion. 
Some NGOs will work to designate Scenic 
Rivers. Others will promote the designation 
of Scenic Byways. There is likely to be an 
increase in law suits filed by NGOs to list 
more endangered species, or to stop timber 
cutting while some kind of study is per¬ 
formed. 

Either through open coalitions, or 
behind the scenes, the NGOs are coordinat- 
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ing their activities to support, or to push the 
Fish and Wildlife Service’s implementation 
of the East Texas Ecosystem Management 
Plan. And they are not operating in a 
vacuum. 

National Implications 

So far, the President’s Council on 
Sustainable Development (PCSD) has 15 
principles of sustainability, including: 

• “Sustainable development re¬ 
quires fundamental changes in the conduct 
of government, private institutions, and in¬ 
dividuals.” 

• “Protection of natural systems 
requires changed patterns of consumption .” 

Specific recommendations include: 

• “The President and Congress 
should authorize and appoint a national 
commission to develop a national strategy 
to address changes in national population 
distribution that have negative impacts on 
sustainable development.” 

• “Establish a public/private part¬ 
nership ... for assigning environmentally 
superior labels for goods and services. An 
appropriate third-party, non-governmental 
entity will be supported with federal funds 
to certify ... environmentally superior prod¬ 
ucts.” 15 [emph. add.] 

Dozens of similar recommendations 


ranging from local school curricula to local 
building permits and zoning criteria are 
about to be unleashed through Executive 
Order, expanded regulatory authority, and 
new legislative proposals to implement the 
PCSD’s recommendations. 

These recommendations are consis¬ 
tent with recommendations being developed 
in 40 other nations through the “Earth Coun¬ 
cil”, an NGO founded by Maurice Strong, 
first Executive Director of UNEP, and Sec¬ 
retary General of UNCED, the 1992 Earth 
Summit in Rio de Janeiro. The PCSD’s rec¬ 
ommendations are designed to reinforce the 
Ecosystem Management Policy and to ex¬ 
pand its reach into virtually every aspect of 
human life - it is the implementation in 
America of the Global Environmental 
Agenda. 

East Texas is not a pilot project. The 
same activity has been going on in the Co¬ 
lumbia River Basin since 1992. It has been 
underway in the Adirondacks for several 
years. It is underway in southern Califor¬ 
nia, where The Nature Conservancy has 
published a plan that reaches from north of 
Los Angeles to near San Diego. In the 
southern Appalachians, UNESCO’s Bio¬ 
sphere Reserve Program has targeted an area 
that reaches from Huntsville, Alabama to 
near Richmond, Virginia as a bioregion. 
UNESCO’s World Heritage Center, in co- 
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operation with the Greater Yellowstone 
Coalition, is trying to designate 18 million 
acres around Yellowstone National Park 
(2.3 million acres) as a buffer zone. 

All over America, thousands of 
NGOs are working in a coordinated fash¬ 
ion to implement the Global Environmen¬ 
tal Agenda. Where the current administra¬ 
tion can assist, it does. Where it cannot, it 
welcomes law suits filed by NGOs. More 
often than not, the federal agency will agree 
to an out of court settlement to achieve the 
suit’s objectives. Then the federal govern¬ 
ment pays the legal fees of the NGO, and 
often supports a cash award to the NGO. 

In 1995, eleven days after the EPA 
filed an action against three Alaskan oil 
companies, Greenpeace and three Alaska 
NGOs filed a law suit. The consent decree 
negotiated by the EPA included fines against 
the companies in the amount of $206,500, 
but also cash payments to the NGOs in the 
amount of $895,000 “to support their ac¬ 
tivities.” 16 

Conclusion 

There can be no question that the East 
Texas Ecosystem Management Plan is but 
a part of a much broader global environ¬ 
mental agenda. The ultimate objectives are 
long range — 50 to 100 years — and seek 
to transform global societies, especially in 
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America. The GB A says repeatedly that the 
American life-style is not sustainable be¬ 
cause: 

* The American life-style causes 
two-thirds of the world to be impoverished; 

* Biodiversity is a community re¬ 
source that must be shared “equitably ” by 
all people , and that Bioregional Councils 
should determine individual access to biodi¬ 
versity — not individual owners; 

* Consumption in America must be 
reduced by as much as 60 to 80 percent ; 
and, 

* Either global population must be 
reduced to one billion, to live at the Ameri¬ 
can standard, or that the American standard 
must be reduced to agrarian subsistence lev¬ 
els to sustain the present population of 5.7 
billion. 

The ideas, principles and procedures, 
so vividly described in the Global Biodi¬ 
versity Assessment, are being implemented 
in America without Congressional debate, 
and largely, without public awareness. The 
East Texas Ecosystem Management Plan is 
but one small step toward achieving the 
objectives of the global environmental 
agenda. 


Mr: Henry Lamb is the Executive 
Vice President of the Environmental Conserva¬ 
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tion Organization which publishes an 
excellent magazine (“eco-logic”) on the 
various “biodiversity” strategies being used to 
advance the cause of global government. For 
further information write to POB 191, Hollow 
Rock, Tenn. 38342, call (901) 986-0099, or E- 
Mail to ecologic@freedom.org. 


Global Biodiversity Assessment, 
Section 10, September 2, 1994 Draft, Chapter 
10.6.4.2, p.243. 

The GBA project is chaired by Robert 
Watson, and funded by the Global Environ¬ 
ment Facility (GEF). Robert Watson chaired 
NASA’s Ozone Trends Panel and coordinated 
the ozone science assessment for UNEP/WMO 
(World Meteorological Organization). His 
controversial policy-by-press-release strategy 
precipitated the ban on CFC’s, and the Senate’s 
unanimous adoption of A1 Gore’s resolution to 
speed up the ban to 1995 instead of the 
original 2000. According to Dr S. Fred Singer, 
and others, Watson’s press releases made 
claims about ozone depletion that were not 
supported by the data cited. 

*Wild Earth, Special Edition, “The 
Wildlands Project,’’ 1992, p.21. (Wild Earth is 
published by the Cenozoic Society, Inc., Dave 
Foreman, Executive Editor. The Wildlands 
Project is located at POB 5365, Tucson, AZ 
85703, Dave Foreman is Chairman of the 
Board, and Dr. Reed F. Noss is a member of 
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Most-Decorated & Most-Fired 


The Second “Thin Blue 


by Jack McLamb 

We ’ve heard of the “thin blue line ” 
of police officers who protect the law-abid¬ 
ing citizens from criminals. But there s an 
even “thinner” blue line of law enforcement 
officers (current and retired) who are try¬ 
ing to protect the law-abiding citizens from 
government. Mr. McLamb is a charter 
member of the Second Thin Blue Line. 

This is the first of three articles by or 
about law enforcement officers openly criti¬ 
cal of government. The presence of these 
critical “insiders” is proof of government’s 
growing instability and the fact that anti¬ 
big-government sentiments are even em¬ 
braced by folks within government. Point: 
government is not some monolithic monster; 
not all government officials or police offic¬ 
ers are against the patriot/ legal reform 
goals - and with a little effort by both sides, 
the police and the people can communicate 
and restore their natural alliance. 

Jack McLamb was Phoenix, 
Arizona ’s most decorated police officer and, 
at one point, was expected to become the 
Phoenix chief of police. However, Officer 
McLamb began to see “problems” in law 
enforcement that eventually caused him to 
also become the “most fired” Phoenix po¬ 
lice officer. “Most decorated” and “most 
fired” - quite a combination. 

Since leaving the force, Mr. McLamb 
has worked nationally (especially with other 
police officers) and even internationally to 
promote patriot ideals, expose government 
corruption and stop the New World Order. 
Although Mr. McLamb is no longer part of 
the “official” police, he is more than ever a 
true member of a second “thin blue line ” of 
former police officers, military men, and 
garden-variety civilians dedicated to keep¬ 
ing this country safe. 

On May 20, 1996, Michael Ellis and 
I interviewed Mr. McLamb on the “ Chris- 
tian-Patriot Connection” radio program 
(KPBC, 770 AM, Dallas, Texas 8:00- 
10:00PM Monday nights): 


Q: Your police career was ultimately 
derailed by your own awareness. At some 
point you began to understand things that 
weren’t taught in the police academy or 
openly discussed within the profession. 
Give us an idea of what happened. 

I entered the police academy in 1976 
at a pretty late age. Most police academy 
cadets are 20 and 21 years of age, but I was 
32 and knew immediately that some of the 
things we were told in the police academy 
were not correct. At the time, I was only 
perplexed because I didn’t know about the 
real power brokers behind America’s secret 
government. After being a military guy dur¬ 
ing Viet Nam and then being in business 
for several years, I just assumed that I could 
trust my government. But in the police acad¬ 
emy, I began to hear things that made me 
believe that perhaps we weren’t being 
trained to be servants and protectors of the 
people. It seemed to me like we were being 
trained to be supervisors and protectors of 
something called “the system”. 

What tipped you off? 

Well, the police academy had offi¬ 
cials come in to encourage and motivate the 
young candidates. They’d make statements 
like: “you are the thin blue line”; “without 
you, the people would totally destroy them¬ 
selves”; “you can’t trust the citizens out 
there, you can only trust fellow officers if 
you ever need help”; “you should keep to 
yourself and your fellow police officers be¬ 
cause the citizens don’t understand your 
stresses and your problems”; and “you’re 
no longer a citizen, you’re an entity of gov¬ 
ernment raised on a level higher than the 
citizens to better supervise them for their 
own good.” 

As these statements were repeated, 
week after week after week, I saw the young 
fertile minds of these 20 and 21 year olds 
just beam as they became this “entity of gov¬ 
ernment” that was placed on a “higher level” 
than the citizens. Many of these young 


Line” 


people were still living at home, without any 
life experience whatsoever, but they were 
becoming an authority over all citizens. It 
was exciting for these young people, but it 
wasn’t exciting for me, because I didn’t un¬ 
derstand what was going on. I had been a 
free person in society for 32 years and I 
didn’t realize if it weren’t for police offic¬ 
ers, I would’ve gone into some kind of self- 
destruct mode as a private citizen. 

That mind-set is typical of people 
who don’t understand the American experi¬ 
ment in self-government - our nation’s foun¬ 
dation. Self -discipline: if you broke a con¬ 
tract or damaged somebody you could ex¬ 
pect that God would take it out of you and 
that the system could step in. But today 
we’ve got a whole different attitude, where 
people don’t understand the Biblical prin¬ 
ciples of self-government and therefore think 
the only thing that keeps society together is 
force. There’s so much doubt about our 
neighbors that we assume the only way we 
can keep them in line is with a club, and it’s 
not true at all. 

That’s very true, and of course, I was 
a Christian man at that time, and that helped 
me quite a bit. I was a born again Christian 
and I was very troubled as I proceeded with 
my career, trying to do the best I could, even 
though within the first three years I’d won 
every award, almost every award possible. 
Some more than once, like Officer Of The 
Year, I won several years. 

I just happened to be at the right place 
all the time at the right time and things went 
very, very well for me, but what troubled 
my heart as a Christian man and as a person 
who swore an oath to protect the people and 
their rights, I felt bad about some of the 
things I was asked to do. We were taught 
that we should rationalize that these things 
had to be done “for the good of society” — 
even if nights you don’t sleep very well. You 
know, we were always given these one-lin¬ 
ers like “one day you’ll be asked to do things 
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you don’t like to do, you won’t want to do, 
but you have to do it as the ‘thin blue line’, 
because if you don’t the nation will 
crumble.” And so police officers kick your 
door in and just ravish your rights and some¬ 
times your body. But it’s amazing because 
those same officers are so patriotic and love 
their country so much, they’ll give their lives 
tonight to save yours, and they don’t even 
know who you are. So, they’re not bad 
people. They’re like me. I was brain¬ 
washed. I didn’t know that I was doing 
things that I shouldn’t be doing. 

Was the police cadet curricula for 
Phoenix the same up in Tulsa, Oklahoma 
and maybe in San Diego, California? If 
so, is there a common denominator? 

At the time, I believed it was just lo¬ 
calized. I had no other knowledge. I was 
raised in a government brain laundry like 
most of us and we didn’t receive the proper 
training to understand what made America 
great, so I couldn’t figure it out. But about 
5 or 8 years later, I realized that these think 
tanks in Washington, DC come up with pro¬ 
grams to be tested in the various govern¬ 
mental systems - such as police departments 
~ around the nation. We now know a cen¬ 
tralized group of people were preparing our 
nation for a whole different type of politi¬ 
cal government — a global government. 
And their enforcers had to be willing to do 
things that they’re told without asking any 
questions whatsoever. 

Did the Phoenix city council under¬ 
stood how the police officers were being 
trained? 

Many, many of our public officials 
for 20 years ago or more even, are of the 
globalist/ socialist bent. They believe in 
these ideas and I’m sure they know the di¬ 
rection we’re heading, the various plans, 
years ahead of the time those plans will be 
implemented in our nation. I found that out 
when I went to Australia. Their “MP’s” 
(what we would call our national legisla¬ 
tors or congress) admit it. It’s amazing. 
They’re much more honest. They’re Marx¬ 
ist, they’re Socialists, they’re globalists, and 
they so state. And they tell the people what 
they’re doing for their own good. But here 
in America, be they city council members 
that are Marxist, Socialist, globalists or all 
three — or humanists — they don’t tell you 
what they know the plan is. They just help 
implement the plan. 

A bony little arm 

So what was the first thing that re¬ 
ally made you stand up? 

I was nationally known for some of 
the crime fighting programs I’d created that 
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with the help of the 
Sears Roebuck 
Foundation, so I 
was asked occasion¬ 
ally to speak in vari¬ 
ous parts of the 
state. This particu¬ 
lar night, I was out 
at Sun City, Ari¬ 
zona, a retirement 
community. The 
wonderful folks out 
there (retirees) were 
being raped and 
robbed and blud¬ 
geoned as they 
walked about their 
homes or yards or 
out in the streets or 
driving around in 
their cars. And so 
they asked me to 
speak for an hour on 
crime prevention. 

I didn’t know 
it but sitting in the 
audience was a man 
that was going to change my life forever. I 
thought he’d been sleeping through my 
whole speech. He looked about 85 or 90 
years of age. Very slight man. Almost ema¬ 
ciated, his bones showing through his arms 
and looked very sickly. When I finished up 
my speech, he was waiting for me. 

The minute I opened it up for ques¬ 
tions and answers his little bony arm went 
up in the air and I said “Yes, sir. What can 
I help you with?” I’d just done a talk on the 
law, the criminal justice system, and crime 
prevention programs, and the first thing he 
said was “sonny” — that’s what he called 
me. I’m standing there in police uniform, 
my head’s pretty big, cause I’m a real cool 
guy and I’ve won all these national and lo¬ 
cal awards, and he calls me “sonny”. He 
brought me down a bit there and I said “yes, 
sir.” He said, “Sonny, do you know the 
law?” 

Well, what would you say to that? I 
said, “Well yes, I think I do, we can’t know 
all the law ‘cause it’s changing all the time. 
Ask your question.” And he said, “Do you 
take an oath?” I said, “Well, certainly I take 
an oath, it’s a requirement.” So he says, 
“What’s in that oath?” And I said, “Well, 
my goodness, these are strange questions”. 
But I took the oath when I was in the mili¬ 
tary during Viet Nam and I took it again as 
a police officer. So I said it goes something 
like this: that “we support and defend the 
Constitution of the United States, the 
peoples’ rights or liberties, their property 
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and their person as a police officer” and I 
said that’s some of what’s in it — I don’t 
remember the rest. And he said “And you 
know the law, sonny?” (I said yes, but I’m 
getting a little concerned because I don’t 
know where he’s going. I didn’t know he’s 
drilling a hole and about to shove me in it.) 
He said “well then, sonny, can you tell me 
what the 6th Amendment to the Constitu¬ 
tion is?” 

There was silence in the room. Of 
course I had no idea and I said, “Sir, I can’t 
answer that.” He said, “what’s the 10th 
Amendment?” And of course I didn’t know. 
He said, “what’s the -” and then he got into 
several I should have known since we had 
them in the police academy. But I was so 
frustrated ,when he asked me “What’s the 
5th?”, I couldn’t think of that one either 
because I was so embarrassed. Being an 
Irishman, my face was getting red. I started 
sweating and I finally just shut him down. 
I said, “Please sir, stop. I don’t have any 
idea, I don’t have any of the answers for 
you, please ask me about something that I 
spoke about tonight.” 

And he says “Sonny, I have one more 
question — how can you protect my rights 
if you don’t even know what they are ?” 

I was absolutely devastated in front 
of this group because of one hardheaded old 
man. I thought he was sent there by the 
devil to “get me” and I resented it. I was 
griping to the Lord all the way home, “God, 
how could you let that evil man do those 
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things to me — I’m the good guy here and I 
shouldn’t be treated that way!” But I missed 
the point entirely. I thought he was the prob¬ 
lem and for a solid month I tried but couldn’t 
get that old man out of my mind. God just 
kept wrestling with me until one morning, I 
woke up and I’d prayed that night to “please 
God, take this old man out of my mind, I 
feel anger, I feel bad towards him and I don’t 
want to think about him any more.” 

That next morning you know what 
happened — I had the answer! The prob¬ 
lem was me ! I should’ve known my oath of 
office! How could I have sworn to it twice 
in my life and not even know what it means? 
So that little of guy . . . never found out 
who he was. Nobody even knew who he 
was! He changed my life forever. 

It’s not just that he changed your life 
forever. By changing your life, he s changed 
thousands, tens of thousands, maybe hun¬ 
dreds of thousands of other lives based on 
the effect you’ve had since he changed you. 
That’s a lesson in “leverage” for everyone 
about what one seemingly weak person can 
do if he s willing to stand up, raise his bony 
little arm and say ‘’hey, sonny! ” 

Parting is such sweet sorrow 

How did you separate from the po¬ 
lice department, Jack? 

I was injured in the line of duty, but 
before that I also received the dubious honor 
of being the “most fired” officer in the his¬ 
tory of Phoenix, Arizona. When I began to 
discover my oath of office and began to dis¬ 
cover that I needed to say No to some of the 
things I was being asked to do, I came un¬ 
der heavy persecution as I began to speak 
out against things that were immoral, un¬ 
lawful — and this deadly code of silence 
that we’re taught in law enforcement across 
the country to cover for those that are cor¬ 
rupt and immoral and even committing capi¬ 
tal crimes against the American people 

Dial 911 for murder? 

When you say “capital crimes ”, are 
you talking about murder? 

Absolutely. Murder, and cover-ups 
of murder. 

Are you are suggesting that there are 
police officers in this country who are com¬ 
mitting murder and getting away with it? 

Oh, absolutely and we have the evi¬ 
dence to show that, but it doesn’t seem like 
anybody in the world out there wants to 
know about it. Every time we do an inter¬ 
view with our national press, we bring up 
all the homicides that have been commit¬ 
ted, all the “suicides” and over 35 deaths 
we can document surrounding the Clinton’s 


in the last 3.5 years. 

There are approximately 35 close as¬ 
sociates of Bill Clinton who have been mur¬ 
dered, committed “suicide ” or otherwise 
died under mysterious circumstances in a 
relatively short period of time ? The last time 
we saw a statistical aberration like that, was 
when large numbers of people who had any 
relationship to the Kennedy assassination 
started mysteriously dying in complete de¬ 
fiance of actuarial statistics. 

Yes. 

Ruby Ridge, Waco, & Montana 

Jack, I understand you’ve been up 
to Montana to take a look at the Freemen. 

Colonel Bo Gritz and I were blessed 
to be the negotiators for Randy Weaver and 
Kevin Harris at the Ruby Ridge standoff. 
With God’s blessing we were able to get the 
remaining members of the family out alive. 
Then in Waco, we were told by the FBI three 
times that we’d be called in to try to do the 
same thing if they ran out of ideas or if com¬ 
munications broke. They told us three times 
to stay pat, we’ll call you just as soon as we 
need you. It was a lie. We didn’t know it, 
so I sat and believed the government would 
call us in because they knew we had been 
able to help resolve the Weaver situation. 
But Bo and I finally decided to go to Waco 
on our own because we began to believe we 
were being kept away on purpose. Of 
course, that was the morning of the fire. So 
we made a pact that we would never sit by 
and let another group of Americans perish 
because we didn’t at least try. 

So in Montana, we had no idea if we 
could do any good but after a week of no 
communications we knew it would be get¬ 
ting very dangerous up there, so Colonel Bo 
Gritz and I went up under our own volition 
and tried for three days to get in, and we 
finally did. And so we spent 4.5 days with 
the Freemen inside the ranch house, accom¬ 
plished 14 goals — 14 goals that the Feds 
needed to accomplish — find out who these 
people were, find out if they were violence 
prone — which they’re not — find out if 
they’re ready for war, if they have grenades 
and everything. Of course, the Freemen 
wanted the government to know “no, we’re 
not here to attack anybody, we’re here just 
to defend our beliefs and our homestead”. 

We had hoped to bring out Gloria and 
her two little daughters and Steve and his 
two sons. But the fourth morning we went 
in to get them, the state assistant attorney 
general Connors and state representative 
Owes went in and kind of cut our legs out 
from under us. They told the Freemen that 
they had nothing to fear from the Feds and 


they had all the time they want to make a 
decision on coming out. When we went in 
that afternoon, after the state officials came 
out, we walked into the ranch house and they 
said, “We’ve won! We’ve won!” And we 
said, “What did you win?” They said, well, 
the state representative said we don’t have 
to worry about the Feds, that they would 
be able to try their case before the state leg¬ 
islature. Of course. Bo and I’d been there 
to tell them they truly did have something 
to fear from the Feds, so we looked at each 
and knew that something was wrong, ‘cause 
none of what they were telling us w*as true. 
We went out that day feeling pretty bad be¬ 
cause we asked Gloria and her daughters to 
come out and the others and they said, “no, 
we’ve won! we’ve won!” 

We went back to the FBI — some 
very good agents there on the ground — 
Duffy, Gary Nosener and Greg Rampton, 
who were trying very hard — they’re the 
FBI hostdigtnegotiators, they’re not the kill¬ 
ers, they’re not the Hostage Rescue Team 
that was at Waco and Ruby Ridge. The 
Hostage Rescue Team — which is not what 
they do at all, as we found out at Ruby Ridge 
and Waco - is a military unit whose job is 
to destroy targets and they it do very well. 
But luckily we were working with the hos¬ 
tage negotiators and they really were 
thrilled. They told us we’d gave 150% but 
we felt real bad because we just — we lost. 
Those people were still in there and the state 
has not helped them a bit and they’re still 
under very serious risk and so we need a lot 
of prayer for that situatidn. Bo and I don’t 
know what to do next but just to pray that 
somebody will know what to do next. 

Do you have any idea how long this 
might continue ? 

I really don’t. What we know for sure 
is that Louis Freeh and Butch Reno could 
wake up any morning with a bad hair day 
and it’ll be all over. When that comes, when 
the order is given, the hostage negotiators 
will be pulled out and the hostage suppos¬ 
edly “rescue team” will go in there and it’ll 
be over in a matter of minutes. 

Can you give a feel for how the Free¬ 
men were set up and so forth? 

They’re very kind and good people, 
as you can imagine — they’re patriots. They 
love this country, they love God ... for the 
most part. There’s two or three or maybe 
four kinda ornery guys in there whose heart 
may not be as totally in the patriot freedom 
movement as it is in the money that they 
made from this Leroy Schweitzer [comp¬ 
troller warrant] program. 

But the farmers and the ranchers and 
the majority of the 21 people that were in 
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there when we left, are good Christian 
Americans. They love this country and 
they’re standing on the issues. The issue is 
the Federal Reserve fraud system needs to 
be exposed and they have a method that 
they’ve used to expose it — and I agree that 
I’m not sure I would have used the same 
methods, but basically, their beliefs are right 
on target. It is a fraudulent Federal Reserve 
system. They do have a possibility of ex¬ 
posing it through their deaths or if they’re 
able to get to an unbiased arbitrator—which 
the government will try to prevent — to hear 
their evidence. 

However, we should write to FBI 
Director Louie Freeh and U.S Attorney 
General Reno and thank them for keeping 
this thing nonviolent. 

Freedom isn’t free 

Has there been a personal cost to 
your study of law? 

Well, I haven’t lost as much as the 
dear brothers and sisters at Ruby Ridge or 
Waco, but I lost two wives. I had a wonder¬ 
ful wife who went through a portion of it 
and got scared off by the federal govern¬ 
ment. I started a publication called Aid and 
Abet Police Newsletter: Constitutional Is¬ 
sues for Lawmen. My wife was actually 
scared almost to death. She thought for sure 
that she was going to prison, I was going to 
prison, or we’d be killed, and so I lost that 
wife and I remarried a few years later and 
same thing happened. I was fired twice, 
embarrassed terribly because once a police 
officer is fired you have a stigma that you 
can never get rid of. I was followed for 9 
months night and day in and out of city, 
anywhere I’d go, by a sergeant that was paid 
$45,000 a year. Back then, that was a lot of 
money to do nothing but follow me, build a 
case against me, and try to get rid of me - 
because they could not stand to have the of¬ 
ficers thinking about their oaths, who they 
took it to and who they actually served. 

I continued to win awards for solv¬ 
ing the most crimes, burglaries, arsons and 
so forth, but the police department didn’t 
want to give them to me. So they called me 
in one day and told me they could fire me 
for insubordination for disobeying a direct 
order and then asked me to turn in all the 
police officer’s names and addresses around 
the country that were on my newsletter’s 
mailing list. Of course, I refused under the 
1st Amendment, saying I had a right to as¬ 
sociate. They fired me that day for insub¬ 
ordination. 

It’s interesting if God is in control 
— and God indeed is in control — who your 
helpers will be. God can use even the most 


evil people to do his will. I’m not saying 
that about our civil service board in the City 
of Phoenix, but our civil service board was 
absolutely socialist and liberal to the hilt — 
the head of it was the head of the Arizona 
Bar Association — and they came to my 
rescue and said I had an absolute 1 st Amend¬ 
ment right and I did not have to hand in that 
list and put me back to work with full back 
pay. So when God’s in control you’d be 
surprised how you can get help from areas 
you would never suspect. 

I was fired a second time for the same 
reasons. But this time I was injured in the 
line of duty and was off with some serious 
injuries for about a month and was recover¬ 
ing when they fired me for having a “poor 
work record”. Of course, the civil service 
board called me back in and told the de¬ 
partment it was a vendetta against me and 
they were returning me with full back pay 
again. That next month I won “officer of 
the month” again and the department didn’t 
know what to do because they were trying 
to show I was a bad officer. It was tough, 
but then the federal guys became involved 
and put me under criminal investigation sev¬ 
eral times and tried to get indictments 
against me for anything. They couldn’t find 
anything. Then in ’87, when I took 12 of¬ 
ficers to Arkansas to reinvestigate the deaths 
of Sheriff Gene Matthews and Gordon Kaul, 


we actually found out they were executions 
by federal officers. Two months after I got 
back to Phoenix, Arizona, the IRS knocked 
on the door and said I owed them $50,000 
and tried to take my property. 

So it’s not easy to stand up, but the 
thing is, it’s worth it — if God’s in control 
and you know you’re doing what the Lord 
would have you to do. Folks need to know 
that God will always be there for you and 
my life is happy and successful. Not mon¬ 
etarily. I’m living on my police pension, 
but it’s good because I’m in the fight, I know 
I can stand before the Lord and though I 
make mistakes all the time and I’m still a 
sinner, I can stand up and hope and pray 
He’ll say “good and faithful servant.” 

Amen. 

To get a copy of Jack Me Lamb s “Aid 
and Abet Newsletter”, or to subscribe, call 
after 10 o'clock any day in the morning, 
Pacific time, 602-237-2533. 

There s one question that every po¬ 
lice officer should ask himself. The 
policemans motto is, “We serve and pro¬ 
tect”, but “WHO do ‘We serve and pro¬ 
tect’?” The People? Or the government? 
Not one police officer should be armed or 
allowed on the street before he answers that 
question in his own mind and remembers 
“We serve and protect - the People ”. 


PRO Sll LITIGATION? 

What does Project:Gideon have that 
other legal reform organizations don’t? 
We’ve got Karen Cheesman, the 
“Lil-Ole Mid-Western School-Marm” 
who kicked an experienced trial 
lawyer’s butt in a jury trial (judgement 
as to fraud in the amount of $225,000). 

I»ROjriCT:<;il)IWj\ 

P.O. Box 335, Sherrard, IL 61281-0335 
Voice: (309) 593-2709 
FAX/BBS (309) 593-2765 
E-Mail: gideon@netexpress.net 
http://netexpress.net/~gideon/kgchome.html 

If you are not part of the solution, 
you are part of the problem! 

Port of ‘THE .SOLUTION" since 1985 
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A Former Texas Ranger Says 


Stop the Insane Drug War 

by Colonel R. F. Mason (copyright 1995) 


Here's another member of the “Sec¬ 
ond Thin Blue Line”: Lewis Rigler -- a 
highly respected, retired Texas Ranger, now 
living in Gainsville, Texas, with more years 
of service than any Texas Ranger still liv¬ 
ing. 

When our earliest patriots put their 
reputations, lives, families and fortunes on 
the line to declare for liberty or death few 
may have thought that future generations 
would have to continue the Revolution on a 
daily basis. We who find those liberties 


being chipped away now realize that, as any 
valuable commodity, our freedoms are per¬ 
ishable. 

Throughout our history, a major 
threat has paradoxically come from moral¬ 
ists who deem it their duty to not only de¬ 
cide what is good for themselves, but for 
everybody else too. Liberty is threatened 
when we go beyond making laws that pro¬ 
tect people from people to protecting people 
from themselves. The late former President 
Harry Truman touched on this when he said, 
“The Prohibition Amendment was a big mis¬ 
take, shouldn’t have been passed in the first 
place and 
couldn’t be 
enforced. 
But there are 
always 
people with a 
certain kind 
of mind who 
say that 
you’ve got to 
violate the 
Constitution 
or Bill of 
Rights or 
both in some 
way or an¬ 
other to make 
sure some 
new law 
works or take 
care of some 
new threat. I 
always 
thought the 
democratic 
system can 
survive any 
threat (with¬ 
out such 
laws).” 


For the past thirty years or so our 
government has engaged in another form of 
prohibition in fighting a deadly drug war. 
The cost has been terrific. We have seen 
illegal drugs grow to be what law enforce¬ 
ment chiefs say is this nation’s third largest 
industry. Innocent people, both civilians and 
peace officers, are killed daily and still the 
problem grows. Many law enforcement of¬ 
ficials have privately said for years the drug 
war is a mistake, but their job is to enforce 
the law and not comment publicly on its 
merit. Now a highly respected retired Texas 
Ranger has come out swinging. 

I first met Lewis Rigler while re¬ 
searching a history of the Texas Rangers. 
During the interview we recalled the days 
of Prohibition and Rigler jolted me to the 
realization of how it never ended. “You 
couldn’t enforce the liquor laws,” he told 
me, “now they have it where it’s legal an’ 
it’s still a drug. It still probably causes more 
deaths from people drinkin’ it an’ runnin’ 
over people. But yet it’s legal and so 
you’ve stopped puttin’ people in jail. Now 
then you’ve filled up the jails with people 
sellin’ cocaine an’ marijuana, an’ when you 
put one guy in jail two more take his place. 
As long as the money’s there it ain’t gonna 
stop.” 

I took a double-check to be sure my 
recorder was getting all this. Here was 
Lewis Rigler speaking; a highly respected 
career lawman retired from this state’s old¬ 
est and most revered constabulary, the Texas 
Rangers. Not a wild fringe reformer with 
some share to plow. Did I hear right? Was 
he really advocating the legalization of 
drugs? 

“That is the only way to stop it,” he 
said, and then proceeded to tell me a story: 
“I saw it in Oklahoma and a lot of dry coun¬ 
ties in Texas. It was so crooked in Okla¬ 
homa I dared not go to most counties in 
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Oklahoma unless I had a person from the 
Oklahoma Crime Bureau with me because 
they (the moonshiners) controlled the sher¬ 
iffs, they controlled everybody. In dry coun¬ 
ties in Texas they (the moonshiners) just 
heaved money on everybody who’s runnin’ 
for sheriff an’ everybody who’s runnin’ for 
county attorney. They, in effect, had con¬ 
trol in a lot of the counties. They hauled 
that whiskey out of there all over Texas and 
Oklahoma. It was somethin’ to see, I’ll tell 
ya. The only way to control it was to make 
it legal. There was no other way.” 

“Ya see, marijuana is different from 
whiskey. You can grow that stuff. It’s not 
like whiskey (where) ya had to have a still 
an’ it made smoke an’ was a lot of trouble. 
An’ just think how much cocaine you can 
import. Used to be if you imported a gallon 
of whiskey, maybe it’d weigh eight pounds. 
You take eight pounds cocaine and it’ll be 
worth ten/twenty thousand times more than 
a gallon of whiskey. You’re not gonna'stop 
it. No way. You tell somebody somthin’s 
against the law an immediately it goes hay¬ 
wire.” 

At age 82 Lewis Rigler is a Ranger 
icon. Having served under “Lone Wolf’ 
Gonzalus he hardened his hide with the likes 
of Frank Hamer, the Ranger who brought 
in Bonnie and Clyde. The accounts of his 
bravery under fire are so chilling movie 
scripts seem pale. He, along with one other 
Ranger, cleaned up all illegal gambling in 
Galveston during the 1950’s. And when 
John Kennedy was shot down in Dallas he 
was part of the state’s contribution to the 
Presidential guard. That may be where he 
learned a disdain for the Secret Service. 

“I worked with a few good Federal 
Government people. Not a whole lot, but a 
few. I’ve had some bad experiences with 
them,” Rigler told me, “mostly in the later 
years. Poorly trained. It seems to me they’re 
all getting the trainin’ from the same area, 
they don’t know how to treat people. They 
don’t have good, common sense. They run 
over people. They don’t do their back¬ 
ground. In the first place a lot of them don’t 
have enough sense to be a peace officer.” 
Rigler went on to say a peace officer ought 
to be polite and not arrogant. Then he lashed 
out at the Internal Revenue Service, saying 
“the enforcement arm of the IRS, bad news!” 
But retired Texas Ranger Lewis Rigler 
saved his harshest criticism for the ATF at 
Waco. 

“I think it (Waco) was one of the most 
poorly handled things 1 ever saw. If they’d 
left it up to the local Rangers and the local 
sheriff down there, they’d got it settled,” 
Rigler said he would have been willing to 


do it himself had they let him. “The first 
thing I’da done is pulled everybody off but 
four squad cars and have ‘em just work out 
around there. He’s gonna leave sooner or 
later. What would it cost? All you’d need 
is twenty men and four cars.” 

Instead, said Rigler, the ATF just 
barged right in and messed things up with¬ 
out checking with the local authorities as is 
often their style in many communities. “It 
was asinine to think that they would oper¬ 
ate in that manner. And they didn’t under¬ 
stand Koresh. That was his glorious way to 
go out. After they (ATF) got into trouble 
the FBI got suckered into taking their deal 
over.” 

During his long career Ranger Rigler 
has, many times, had to face down hostile 
gunmen. At times he, himself, was un¬ 
armed. During our interview I learned he 
was most proud at never having had the 
occasion to take another person’s life. That 
may explain way he seemed so passionately 
upset with law enforcement actions at Waco. 
“An officer starts out in life,” Rigler sighed, 
“an’ he doesn’t have in his mind, if he’s a 
good officer, he’s gonna take anybody’s life. 
As older a man gets, the more he thinks 
about a life that he took and he will say could 
I have done something different? Could I 
have done something different?’ And down 
there you take all those lives and you take 
the children, and the people who were in 
charge could have done something differ¬ 


ent. I think if you’d peel them off before 
their time in this world is over with, they’ll 
say ‘we could have done something differ¬ 
ent.’” 

Rigler said he didn’t hold with what 
Koresh was or did, but he was only one man. 
The government had the misdeeds of many 
men. “Here you got people brought in that 
had no idea,” said Rigler, “had no idea at 
all, about what it’d take and had no idea of 
what the final deal’d be if you started 
knockin’ down the building. They were 
wrong. There is no question. They com¬ 
mitted murder” 

Government anointed thugs may con¬ 
tinue to operate in the ATF, IRS, FBI and 
DEA, but those of us who clearly see the 
daily loss of sacred liberties must no longer 
play the harbinger’s fool. We must have 
the courage to speak out. Another thing 
Harry Truman said was that “if the people 
can’t trust their government, the people in 
their government, the whole works will fall 
apart.” 

We can start by putting the DEA out 
of business and demanding an end to the 
drug war. Stop wrecking people’s lives ... 
legalize. 

Colonel Mason is an author, lecturer 
and free-lance writer/ radio/ television tal¬ 
ent who lives in Denton County, Texas. 


If you ’re not part of the solution, 
you are part of the problem! 

END THE VICIOUS DRUG WAR 

with these powerful window banners! 

* vibrant colors on clear, 3"xl8", static cling plastic 
* no adhesive, easily removable, readable over 20 feet away 
Order by number: circle one or all four 

1. Stop the violence 3. Back the Blue 

Legalize Drugs Legalize Drugs 

2. EndtheWar 4. Quit the Killing 

Legalize Drugs Legalize Drugs 

$2.75 each or $8.95 for all (an $11 value) 


Name:_ 

Address:. 

City:_ 

State: 


.Zip:. 


_Ship above (circled) @$2.75ea. 

_All four @$8.95 

Please add $1.35 shipping/handling 
Total enclosed $_ 


Check or Money Order to: 

LH Publishing P.O.BOX 548 Lewisville, Tx. 75067 
817-321-5090 

All Proceeds go to promote an end to the Drug War 
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A Tale Of Two Cities 


by Norman Fulcher and Sheila Moak 


After eleven years of serving as a 
Texas State Trooper, Norm Fulcher recently 
retired. Sheila Moak is the first female mem¬ 
ber of the Wyoming State Police - also re¬ 
tired. Having used radar to issue speeding 
tickets for years, they know how radar works 
and why it often fails. Together, they've 
written the single best book currently avail¬ 
able on how to avoid convictions for ra¬ 
dar-based speeding tickets. 

Mr. Fulcher spoke at our Citizens For 
Legal Reform meetings on several occasions 
- initially, while he was still employed as a 
State Trooper. Last time he spoke, he 
thanked the group for their support and in¬ 
sight into traffic laws (the group’s partici¬ 
pation helped expand his book by almost 
100 pages). But he also thanked us for help¬ 
ing him find the courage to challenge the 
system and resign as a State Trooper. That's 
the kind of results that I love to see. Our 
group helped Mr. Fulcher to see, to chal¬ 
lenge, to resign, to write, and to publish. 

OK, so what? We got one State 
Trooper to quit the system ? 

Nooo. We helped accomplish much 
more than that. For example, the majority 
of people currently buying Norm and 
Sheila's book are lawyers and police offic¬ 
ers (one sheriff ordered enough books for 
all his deputies). Quite a testimonial. The 
lawyers want the books to help their clients 
beat speeding tickets, but the police want 
the book to learn how the law should be 
lawfully enforced. 

Why should police insist they be 
properly, lawfully trained? Because it just 
might save their lives. When God said, "My 
people perish for lack of knowledge ", he 
was talking about police officers, too. Ac¬ 
cording to Norm Fulcher, traffic law en¬ 
forcement is more dangerous to police of¬ 


ficers than domestic dispute calls. Police 
are being killed while they (unknowingly) 
enforce traffic laws unlawfully. But if traf¬ 
fic laws were only enforced lawfully, it 
would reduce both the number of tickets is¬ 
sued and the number of traffic stops in 
which police officers might get shot along¬ 
side the road. I suspect a lot of cops would 
welcome evidence and arguments that helps 
minimize the number of tickets they have to 
write. And that means they're in favor of 
legal reform. 

Further, when police begin to under¬ 
stand their lives are being intentionally 
jeopardized by their employers simply to 
raise revenue in an unlawful manner, a lot 
of 'em will start to question the entire po¬ 
lice training procedure. And a lot of 'em 
will start to reconsider the "patriot" traffic 
ticket arguments with renewed respect. 

Citizens For Legal Reform has 
helped build a bridge into the law enforce¬ 
ment community. We helped Norm Fulcher 
to "see ", and now he's helping police offic¬ 
ers across the U.S.A. to also "see". 

Net result? There'll be less tickets 
issued, more criminals caught. .. that's all 
to the good. Citizens for Legal Reform: We 
knock down walls, build bridges, and unite 
people with knowledge. 

Sheila Moak's and Norm Fulcher's 
book also builds bridges between common 
people and police officers. Once we begin 
to see the police aren't our enemies and the 
police surrender their "siege mentality ” to 
see us as their friends, we can stop fighting 
among ourselves and begin to go after the 
real bad guys, the fight promoters — the ones 
who profit from injustice. 

Here's a sample of Norm and Sheila's 
insight into traffic law enforcement. 


In 1985,1 graduated from the Texas 
Department of Public Safety, Highway Pa¬ 
trol Academy bringing to fruition my goal 
to become a Texas State Trooper. It was an 
eventful day ending with a call from my 
uncle congratulating me on my achieve¬ 
ments. “Well, you made it.” He said. “Now 
you are an official revenue collector for the 
State of Texas.” 

“No.” I replied. After six months of 
indoctrination, I easily quoted the DPS 
manual. “A State Trooper’s objective is to 
secure substantial compliance with the traf¬ 
fic laws by all users of the streets and high¬ 
ways.” 

“Keep spouting the rhetoric, kid. 
You’ll be writing tickets. All you are is a 
glorified revenue collector.” He retorted. 

Relying again on the manual, I re¬ 
sponded, “Writing tickets has nothing to do 
with money. In fact, traffic supervision by 
police is aimed at expediting the flow of traf¬ 
fic with a high degree of safety; blind ad¬ 
herence to the letter of the law when it con¬ 
flicts with this principle should be avoided.” 
I had learned my lessons well. I could quote 
the manual verbatim. My uncle simply 
laughed and said, “Looks like you still have 
a lot to learn about the facts of life.” 

Eleven years and a lot of miles later. 
I’m no longer naive or credulous. I now un¬ 
derstand that traffic tickets are written for 
fiscal gains and not the noble cause of sav¬ 
ing lives. Too bad we spent so much time at 
the academy on policies and not enough on 
the specifics of the law. 

However, more things were happening 
in 1985 than just my graduation. For example, 
both Dallas and Houston were attempting to 
cut their budgets to mollify the public. It was 
suggested by the city council on May 21,1986, 
that all Dallas city employees sustain a one 
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percent pay cut effective on the next pay pe¬ 
riod. Needless to say, city employees were 
extremely distressed but powerless to do any¬ 
thing about it. 

The Dallas Police Officers waged an 
unofficial protest. In a clandestine maneu¬ 
ver, individual officers deliberately issued 
fewer traffic tickets. It was not a work slow¬ 
down. In fact, the officers made more felony 
arrests because they emphasized crime sup¬ 
pression instead of traffic supervision. 

Dallas city officials were not pleased. 
Even though the officers were stopping 
crime, they were not producing revenue. 
There was a crisis at hand. Police traffic ci¬ 
tations dropped by 45 percent between June 
1 and June 23, 1986. That equated a loss to 
the city of $500,000 in revenue per month 
or $6 million per year! The 1 percent pay 
cut was designed to save the city just $1.2 
million that year. It doesn’t take a math 
genius to show the city could not afford to 
win this fight. 

Negotiations between the Dallas po¬ 
lice and city council led to a truce. On June 
25, Mayor Starke Taylor stated, “I believe 
the Dallas Police Officers will stop the slow 
down. They made their point.” A recon¬ 
ciliation was achieved. 

About the same time Dallas was hav¬ 
ing problems, Houston was faced a similar 
dilemma. Houston cut the police depart¬ 
ment budget by 3 percent. The ensuing pay 
cuts resulted in morale problems. Some¬ 
where along the way, the officers decided 
to issue more citations. In September 1986, 
officers issued 74,378 tickets; compared to 
the year before when 31,437 citations were 
recorded. There was a 43. percent increase. 
How did this help the officers? According 
to Tommy Britt of the Houston Police 
Patrolman’s Union, “The surge of ticket 
writing is filling the financial gap for offic¬ 
ers. If you increase arrests and traffic stops, 
their subpoenas to court will increase. If 
you go to court in your off duty time, it’s 
more money in your pocket.” Officers were 
compensating for the 3 percent pay cut with 
more court overtime. 

In the early 1980’s homicides were a 
common occurrence in Houston. Police de¬ 
partment administrator B.K Johnson de¬ 
cided to respond to the problem by elimi¬ 
nating the traffic division and reassigning 
officers to other areas. As a result, the num¬ 
ber of felony arrests increased to an aver¬ 
age of 132 felony arrests per Houston po¬ 
lice officer and the homicide rate dropped. 

However, during the traffic ticket 
surge, there was a cause and effect: rev¬ 
enue increased, but felony arrests declined 
to 67 per officer. In addition, the excessive 


ticket writing created an overburdened court 
system. By the end of 1986, Houston traf¬ 
fic courts faced 700,000 unresolved cita¬ 
tions. The overwhelmed courts, unable to 
process the paperwork, dismissed 25 per¬ 
cent of the pending cases. 

Facing another budget problem in 
1987, Houston Mayor Kathy Whitmire and 
the Police Administration changed tactics. 
The traffic division was reinstated. In a sup¬ 
posedly unrelated move, additional person¬ 
nel were hired by the municipal courts. The 
official reason was “to get a handle on fa¬ 
tality accidents.” However, records show 
that in 1981 there were 422 fatal accidents 
in the Houston area; by 1985 accidents had 
dropped to 235 and were continuing to 
dwindle. So why was additional manpower 
needed to handle a substantial decrease in 
accidents? Considering the same people 
handle the paperwork for accidents that 
handle the paperwork for traffic citations, 
in reality, wasn’t the increase made to deal 
with the reinstated traffic division? In six 
months, the new traffic division collected 
$1.8 million in revenue. With enhanced traf¬ 
fic ticket enforcement, Mayor Whitmire 
avoided a budget crisis. 

Have things changed in the last de¬ 
cade? Yes and no. Complaints by constitu¬ 


ents in 1989 forced Texas legislators to pass 
a law limiting the revenue a city can gener¬ 
ate from traffic tickets to 30 % of their an¬ 
nual budget. This was quickly circumvented 
by the court system with the introduction of 
“deferred adjudication”. Under this proce¬ 
dure, violators are allowed to pay the court 
costs equivalent to the traffic fine in return 
for the matter being left off their driving 
record. The money col lected from deferred 
adjudication goes into the city funds and the 
driver avoids a citation being reported to 
his insurance company. I’ll scratch your 
back. You scratch mine. 

Even small towns are using big city 
methods. A recent report in the Houston 
Chronicle outlined the budget status of 
Estelline, a Texas panhandle town with a 
population of 194 and only one patrol of¬ 
ficer. The annual working city budget for 
1993 was $175,000. Of that amount, 
$150,000 was collected from speeding fines. 
Eighty-six percent of the budget came from 
tickets. This exceeds the 30 % legal limit 
by a “mere” 56 %. 

Traffic tickets are so lucrative that 
even Dallas Constables are getting into the 
act. It is my understanding the historic du¬ 
ties of a constable were to serve warrants 
and subpoenas. However, according to the 
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Texas Code of Criminal Procedures, a con¬ 
stable is a peace officer with the power and 
authority of any other officer. In light of 
this, Dallas equipped the constables with 
radar units to assist in generating revenue. 
The city invested $167,000 to generate an 
expected return of $333,220 in fines gener¬ 
ated annually. I’d like to get that kind of 
return on my investments. 

An increase in citations is an increase 
in revenue, but it is also interesting to note 
this increase may be at the cost of mistakes 
made by radar. According to the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration and 
the National Bureau of Standards radar can 
err 10% of the time. Some experts estimate 
the rate of error to be as high as 25%. So 
not only are revenues increased, much of 
the money is coming from incorrect cita¬ 
tions. Often, the tickets are not even legiti¬ 
mate. 

What’s the answer? Right or wrong, 
traffic citations are not going away. The best 
solution I can think of is to fight speeding ci¬ 
tations in court. In 1987 the Houston court 
system was so overwhelmed, it was forced to 
dismiss citations. Statistics show only one in 
fifty people contest their citations. If we use 
the established court system and keep offic¬ 
ers tied up in court, eventually policies and 
procedures will have to change. The status 
quo will become too costly to be maintained. 


The need for money in all munici¬ 
palities is a constant fact of life. Revenue 
from speeding tickets is an easy way to ob¬ 
tain money without increasing taxes. Some 
states deal with the problem in a unique and 
perhaps more honest manner. Per the Wyo¬ 
ming Constitution, all fines from speeding 
tickets written by the Highway Patrol or any 
other state agency are put into a state wide 
education fund. This fund pays for new 
schools, books and extracurricular activities. 
Cities and counties are not burdened with 
budget needs for education. None of this 
money is allocated for Patrol use. Tickets 
have no bearing on salaries, schedules or 
equipment. The revenue collected from 
speeding enforcement goes to the children 
of the state. There is no cause and effect, no 
hand in the cookie jar. Since education is 
given a secured top priority, legislators are 
then able to distribute general state funds in 
other needed areas, including the highway 
patrol. 

Of course, I am not advocating the 
elimination of traffic enforcement. I have too 
much first hand knowledge of how excessive 
speed can kill people. I’m simply stating there 
should be a shift of priorities. I believe the 
public would prefer an emphasis on crime 
control and public safety. I have no doubt the 
majority of officers would prefer making 
felony arrests over traffic control. 


Police administrations defend 
policies with the argument that routine traf¬ 
fic stops often result in felony arrests on 
outstanding warrants. There is some truth 
to this, however, current tactics are only 
catching 10% of the criminals. Maybe it’s 
time to change tactics. 

In conclusion, in 1995, 1.5 million 
speeding tickets were issued in Texas. Were 
all of these people driving in an unsafe man¬ 
ner? I doubt it. The bottom line is traffic 
tickets are big business. Both Dallas and 
Houston cases prove this point. Traffic tick¬ 
ets have evolved into a kind of road use tax. 
The only way to change this is through edu¬ 
cation. Traffic tickets can be successfully 
contested. Methods of contesting tickets 
will be addressed in upcoming issues of the 
AntiShyster. 


Former state police officers Norm 
Fulcher and Sheila Moak co-authored “No Lim¬ 
its - Fighting Speeding Tickets ”, which is avail¬ 
able for $19.95 from Mariah Enterprises, POB 
855, Azle, Tex. 76098, or call 1-800-639-6851. 
The AntiShyster recommends their book as the 
best nuts-and-bolts defense against speeding 
tickets currently available. 


THE NOBLE TRINITY: 

The Declaration of Independence, the Constitution 
and the Bill of Rights/ by Tinsley Grey Sammons 

Trinity is a profoundly thought provoking, iconoclastic 
work. It is a merciless indictment of the Legal Profession, 
the Collective Governments, and the Gestapo Agencies 
of America, which the author refers to collectively as the 
“Business of Law.” A powerful argument that America’s 
problems are legal rather than political. An appeal to 
reason and a call to abolish all unconstitutional statutes. 
A revelation that “Plunder by Law” has become the 
driving force of America’s self-declared elite. The unique style is entertaining but 
the earthy Common Sense logic is unassailable and deadly serious. 

Published by SelfSovereign Publications/1930 Benjamin St/Arabi, LA 70032 
Price: $9.75, postage and handling included ■ check or m.o. 

IOWNMYSELF@aoI.com ■ (504) 279-3400 ■ (504) 279-4874 
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Municipal Mayhem II 


City vs 


by Michael Ellis 


This is the second in a series of ar¬ 
ticles focusing on the Texas Municipal 
Court system. Although the location is 
Texas, the underlying research and the re¬ 
sultant understanding of constitutional prin¬ 
ciples, may help legal reform activists in 
other states to analyze, diagnose and then 
fix similar unconstitutional defects in their 
state’s local court systems. 

The purpose of the series is four-fold: 

1) To publicize institutionalized vio¬ 
lations of law by Texas Municipal Courts; 

2) To educate laymen to gain rever¬ 
sals “on Appeal", setting precedent for “ 
Muni-court” reform; 

3) To restore this court system to its 
original purpose: delivering justice to the 
oppressed rather than the unlawful genera¬ 
tion of revenue for the government at the 
expense of the people; and 

4) To discourage folks from chal¬ 
lenging the authority of traffic police on the 
street ~ they are big, armed, and nearly in¬ 
capable of agreeing with you even if you ’re 
right. However, with proper study, you can 
find a host of soft, vulnerable “little men 
behind the curtain ” in the municipal courts 
who are the proper targets for your urge to 
litigate. 

Base on our recent studies, it appears 
that not one dollar should be paid in a Texas 
municipal court traffic action — until a 
county prosecutor shows up. Consider: 

* Article V, sec. 21 of the Texas 
Constitution reads: “ County attorneys shall 
represent the state in all district and infe¬ 
rior courts in their county —” [emph. add.] 

* The word “shall” is defined by 
Blacks Law Dictionary (4th Ed.) thus: “As 
used in statutes, contracts, or the like, this 
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word is generally imperative or mandatory.” 

* The word “inferior” refers to all 
courts below the grade of “district”. Like 
Justice of the Peace courts, Texas munici¬ 
pal courts are also “inferior courts”. 

* Municipal courts have “criminal” 
jurisdiction over city ordinances and cer¬ 
tain low-level violations of state law called 
“misdemeanors”. 

* Traffic tickets are such misdemean¬ 
ors and are prosecuted in municipal courts 
“in the name and by the authority of the State 
of Texas”. That is, the prosecutor repre¬ 
sents the “ State of Texas ” against an al¬ 
leged “ accused”, who after being properly 
charged becomes a “defendant ”. 

As in all States, the Texas Constitu¬ 
tion is superior to State statutes and, in this 
case, explicit. Thus, we should reasonably 
expect that all prosecutions in municipal 
(i.e., “inferior”) courts “in the name of the 
State of Texas” shall be prosecuted by 
County attorneys (who, incidentally, are 
elected by the people). 

Contrary to our expectations, how¬ 
ever, in virtually every Texas Municipal 
Court, traffic tickets are prosecuted by a 
city’s civil attorneys who are appointed by 
the local city council (not elected by the 
people). Clearly, attorneys appointed to de¬ 
fend some corporation in civil lawsuits are 
not automatically vested with authority to 
prosecute criminals “in the name and by au¬ 
thority of the State of Texas” in the State’s 
municipal courts. 

Legal genesis 

To understand the unlawful prosecu¬ 
tion of criminal misdemeanors by a city’s 
civil attorneys, we must first consider the 
“Corporation Court Act” of 1899, which 
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created all Texas Municipal Courts. In sec¬ 
tion 8 of that Act, we find a remarkable 
phrase hidden in a paragraph otherwise deal¬ 
ing with styling/wording of the new court’s 
paperwork: “. . . all prosecutions in such 
court shall be conducted by the city attor¬ 
ney of such city, town, or village, or by his 
deputy; but th ccounty attorney of the county 
in which said city, town or village is situ¬ 
ated may(l), if he so desires, also represent 
the State of Texas in such prosecutions, but 
in all such cases the said county attorney 
shall not be entitled to receive any fees or 
other compensation whatever... ”! 

Obviously, if they won’t be paid, 
county attorneys are not likely to show up 
to prosecute in municipal courts. However, 
the Corporation Court Act attempts to man¬ 
date that “all prosecutions in such courts 
shall be conducted by the city attorney”. 

So, when you are accused of violat¬ 
ing a State law (like not fastening your seat 
belt, not having a driver’s license or insur¬ 
ance), who shall represent the State in the 
prosecution? Th ccity attorney or the county 
attorney? 

The Texas Constitution is superior to 
every Texas law ever enacted by the legis¬ 
lature and it mandates: “County attorneys 
shall represent the state in all district and 
inferior courts in their county . . . .” If the 
People use their constitution to command 
the county attorney to represent the State, 
then milkmen, plumbers, housewives - or 
even city attorneys - shall not “represent the 
State”. The Texas Constitution “controls” 
and can never be amended by the legisla¬ 
ture via statute, (as the Corporation Court 
Act attempts to do). Only by direct vote of 
the people themselves can the constitution 
be changed. That portion of the 1899 Cor¬ 
poration Court Act, as well as the current 
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derivatives (Chapter 45 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedures and Chapter 30 of the 
Government Code) which attempt to autho¬ 
rize corporate civil attorneys to represent the 
State of Texas in criminal cases are, there¬ 
fore, unlawful. 

Is there Legal Precedent? 

Next, review the 1987 case of 
Meshall v. State, (739 S.W.2d, 246): “Hav¬ 
ing been granted the exclusive right [by the 
Texas Constitution] within the Judicial De¬ 
partment to represent the State in District 
and inferior courts, the county attorney is 
protected from legislative encroachment on 
his prosecutorial discretion by the separa¬ 
tion of powers doctrine”. [Insertion and 
emph. add.] 

Clearly, the courts have already held 
the legislative department of government 
may not pass a statute (like the Corporation 
Court Act) which carves a portion of the 
county attorney’s exclusive authority and 
gives it to others. (The argument the court 
relied upon to reach this conclusion was 
founded, of course on Art II of the Texas 
Constitution which mandates the eternal 
separation of “The Powers of Government”. 
One branch of Government may not inter¬ 
pose to amend the constitutionally required 
duties of another branch.) 
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The Coup de Grace 

American Jurisprudence II provides 
a fitting commentary on the subject of leg¬ 
islative lawlessness: 

“Since an unconstitutional statute is 
VOID from inception not merely from the 
date of a decision branding it so, the gen¬ 
eral principals follow: it imposes no duty 
[on a city attorney!], it creates no office, it 
confers no right, it bestows no authority or 
power on anyone, it provides no protection, 
and it justifies no acts performed”. 

And further: “It is said ignorance of 
the law is no excuse. Anyone acting under 
authority of a void statute does so at his peril 
and must take the consequences: ”! [emph. 
add.] 

The Tough Question 

Since 1899, why haven’t the Texas 
City Attorneys sought to amend the Texas 
Constitution to gain lawful power and au¬ 
thority to prosecute in behalf of the State of 
Texas? Perhaps the city attorneys saw no 
urgency to lawfully acquire what they al¬ 
ready exercised illegally. Why alert the 
people and allow them to decide for or 
against a constitutional amendment that 
might end the unlawful city attorney/ mu¬ 
nicipal court scheme? Moreover, to seek 
an amendment today would implicitly con¬ 
cede that city attorneys have been profiting 
from their illegal enforcement of state laws 
in municipal courts for nearly 100 years! 

Some may object that perhaps no one 
had ever noticed this violation before. Un¬ 
fortunately for this view, however, Chapter 
29 of the carefully crafted Texas Govern¬ 
ment Code of 1985 entitled “Municipal 
Courts” underscores a widespread knowl¬ 
edge of the scam. Here we find the office 
of “Judge” and “Clerk” defined, but a pros¬ 
ecuting attorney is conspicuously absent 
from the list of authorized municipal court 
personnel. How could these bogus pros¬ 
ecutors avoid even being mentioned in the 
very statutes defining all other aspects of 
the court, unless they had exercised some 
considerable influence in very high places? 
This silence is truly deafening .... 

According to data compiled by the 
Texas Justice Council in conjunction with 
the Office of the Secretary of State, over 
80% of Texas city prosecutors fail to take 
or file any oath of office to uphold the laws 
of this State, but nevertheless pretend to rep¬ 
resent the State of Texas. Claiming to be 
mere “employees” of the city (thus avoid¬ 
ing the nagging questions about oaths and 
bonds required of actual “officers”), but 
prosecuting alleged criminals “in the name 
and by the authority of the State” totally 
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without authority must, at least temporarily, 
discomfit any new city attorney with any 
vestige of conscience left after graduation 
from Lie School. Apparently, they quickly 
get over their qualms (if any) when the old 
time judges and prosecutors assure them 
“that’s the way it’s done around here.” 

Unfortunately, that’s not the way it’s 
done lawfully. 

What Difference Does It Make? 

Does it make a difference whether we 
have lawful county attorneys as prosecutors 
in a municipal court? YES! Consider this: 
All other prosecuting attorneys except mu¬ 
nicipal court city attorneys take an oath to 
uphold the Constitution and laws of Texas, 
and are thus properly qualified to bring the 
power of the People into the courtroom. 
More importantly, all other prosecuting at¬ 
torneys -except the bogus, municipal court 
attorneys - are charged by law “with the 
primary duty not to convict but to see jus¬ 
tice done. They shall not suppress facts or 
secrete witnesses capable of establishing the 
innocence of the accused.” (Tex. Code of 
Crim. Proc. Sect 2.01) 

Without lawful constitutional author¬ 
ity or personal oath to bind them, today’s 
city civil litigators are chaiged by their cor¬ 
porate employers with the primary duty to 
convict (not see justice done) in order to 
secure maximum revenue under the color 
of law in a municipal court. They work in 
tandem with their co-appointees (the mu¬ 
nicipal judges) to harvest money from un¬ 
suspecting travelers and helpless “locals” for 
their own financial benefit and that of their 
employer/ corporation. 

As “it is the responsibility of the 
People to keep the government from falling 
into error” we must all do our part to insure 
that instead of the hopeless lawlessness of 
the municipal court revenue-raising farce, 
local courts SHALL soon return to the only 
legitimate function of government - “deliv¬ 
ering Justice to the oppressed”. 


Michael Ellis is President of The 
Texas Justice Council, a Dallas-based le¬ 
gal reform organization. Michael is cur¬ 
rently preparing a videotape to expose a 
multitude of municipal court violations of 
law. The video should be available in late 
July, 1996. For more information, call 214- 
839-7202. 

Next issue: “Municipal Mayhem 111, 
the ‘Court of Record ’ Scam ” Don’t miss it! 
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YOU CAN BE YOUR OWN CONSTITUTIONAL ATTORNEY! 


Having your day in court doesn't mean anything unless you know the 
rules of civil procedure, how to use the law library, and basic facts about 
constitutional litigation. 

If you ever thought about representing yourself in court, Attorney David 
Grossack has written a book which is designed with you in mind. 

CONSTITUTIONAL WARFARE is a legal insurrection manual for 
pro-se litigants. 

It includes sample pleadings, an explanation ol how to sue a judge (it can 
be done!) a discussion of procedural rules, an explanation of mandamus 
writs (including a sample petition) and a wide ranging overview of topics 
such as Bivens actions (constitutional claims against lederal officials), 
selective prosecution and much more. 

If you cannot find a lawyer you can work with, you should order this 
book to learn more about representing yourself! 


Yes, I want to learn about pro-se litigation. Please send me ( ) 

copy(ies) of CONSTITUTIONAL WARFARE by David Grossack. 

I enclose $30.00 per copy. 


Name ______-—- 

Address____——-— 

City __ State _ Zip 

Telephone (Optional) _Facsimile (Optional)- 

Return to: Citizens' Justice Programs 

P.O. Box 90 
Hull, M A 02045 
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What Are Governments To Do? 


by Leo Tolstoy 


Here's an excerpt from “The King¬ 
dom Of God Is Within You ”, by Leo Tolstoy. 
Writing in 1894, Tolstoy described the con¬ 
flict between the authoritarian government 
of Russia's Czars and Christianity, but also 
illustrated the natural antagonism that all 
governments must feel for Christianity. As 
you read, consider the “incidents” at Ruby 
Creek, Waco, and Montana. 


Every government knows how to de¬ 
fend itself from revolutionists, has resources 
for doing so, and therefore does not dread 
these external foes. But what are govern¬ 
ments to do against men who show the use¬ 
lessness, superfluousness, and pernicious¬ 
ness of all governments, and who do not 
contend against them but simply do not need 
them, do without them, and therefore are 
unwilling to take any part in them? 

The socialists, the communists, the 
anarchists, with their bombs and riots and 
revolutions, are not nearly so dreaded by 
governments as these disconnected indi¬ 
viduals . . . all justifying their noncompli¬ 
ance on the grounds of the same [Christian] 
religion, which is known to all the world. 

The revolutionists say: The form of 
government is bad; we must overturn it and 
substitute this or that form of government. 

The Christian says: I know nothing 
about the form of government, nor whether 
it is good or bad. I don’t want to overturn 
it precisely because I don’t know whether 
it’s good or bad - but for the very same 
reason, I don’t want to support it either. I 
not only don’t want to, but I can’t because 
its demands are against my conscience. 

All state obligations are against the 
conscience of a Christian; the oath of alle¬ 
giance, taxes, law proceedings, and military 
service. And the whole power of the gov¬ 
ernment rests on these very obligations. 
Revolutionary enemies attack the govern¬ 
ment from without. Christianity does not 
attack at all — but from within, it destroys 
the foundations on which government rests. 

Thus Christians refuse the voluntary 
payment of taxes, since taxes are spent on 


deeds of violence — on the pay of men of 
violence — soldiers, on the construction of 
prisons, fortresses, and cannons. Christians 
regard it as sinful and immoral to have any 
hand in such deeds. 

Those who refuse to take the oath of 
allegiance do so because to promise obedi¬ 
ence to authorities (that is, to men who are 
given to deeds of violence), is contrary to 
the sense of Christ’s teaching. They refuse 
to take the oath in the law courts, because 
oaths are directly forbidden by the Gospel 
{Matthew 5:34). They refuse to perform 
police duties, because in doing so they must 
use force against their brothers and ill treat 
them, and a Christian cannot do that. They 
refuse to take part in trials at law, because 
they consider every appeal to law as fulfill¬ 
ing the law of vengeance, which is incon¬ 
sistent with the Christian law of forgiveness 
and love. They refuse to take part in mili¬ 
tary preparations and in the army, because 
they cannot be executioners, and they are 
unwilling to prepare themselves to be so. 

Their motives are so excellent that, 
however despotic governments may be, they 
cannot punish them openly. To punish men 
for refusing to act against their conscience, 
government must renounce all claim to good 
sense and benevolence. But governments 
assure people that they only rule in the name 
of good sense and benevolence. 

What are governments to do against 
such people? 

To buy them over with bribes is im¬ 
possible; the very risks to which they vol¬ 
untarily expose themselves show that they 
are incorruptible. To dupe them into be¬ 
lieving that this is their duty to God is also 
impossible, since their refusal is based on 
the clear, unmistakable law of God, recog¬ 
nized even by those who are trying to com¬ 
pel men to act against it. 

To terrify them by threats is still less 
possible, because the deprivations and suf¬ 
ferings to which they are subjected only 
strengthen their desire to follow the faith 
by which they are commanded; to obey God 
rather than men, and not to fear those who 
can destroy the body, but to fear Him who 
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can destroy body and soul 

To kill them or keep them in perpetual 
imprisonment is also impossible. These men 
have friends and a past; they are well known 
by everyone to be good, gentle, peaceable 
people, and cannot be regarded as criminals 
to be removed for the safety of society. To 
put men to death who are regarded as good 
men is to provoke others to champion them 
and justify their refusal. 

It is only necessary to explain the rea¬ 
sons of their refusal to make clear to every¬ 
one that these reasons have the same force 
for all other men, and that they all ought to 
have done the same long ago. These cases 
put the ruling powers into a desperate posi¬ 
tion. They see the prophecy of Christianity 
coming to pass, loosening the fetters of those 
in chains, freeing them that are in bondage, 
and that this must inevitably be the end of 
all oppressors. 

The ruling authorities see this, they 
know their hours are numbered, but they can 
do nothing. All they can do to save them¬ 
selves only defers the hour of their down¬ 
fall. And this they do, but their position is 
none the less desperate. 

Thus, the ruling authorities are so 
defenseless before men who advocate Chris¬ 
tianity, that little is necessary to overthrow 
a sovereign power which seemed so power¬ 
ful and held an exalted position for centu¬ 
ries. Still, social reformers busily promul¬ 
gate the idea that it is unnecessary, perni¬ 
cious and even immoral for every man to 
separately work out his own freedom. 

But the thing has gone too far. Al¬ 
ready governments feel their weak and de¬ 
fenseless position, while Christians awaken 
from their apathy and begin to feel their 
power.... These separate fires may be few, 
but they burn with a flame which, however 
small at first, never ceases till it has set the 
whole ablaze. And this fire is beginning to 
bum. “I have come to bring fire on the 
earth, said Christ, “and how I wish it were 
already kindled.” Luke 12:49 
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BEAT ALL TRAFFIC TICKETS! 

EVERY TIME! 

IS THAT POSSIBLE? 

Learn how to avoid the issuance of traffic tickets in most instances when stopped by a law enforcement officer and how to correctly 
argue lack of jurisdiction of the “traffic court” to hear in every other instance occasioned by failure of a law enforcement officer to 
comprehend your lawful roadside notice in the matter of his ministerial office. 

THEY SAY: “IGNORANCE OF THE LAW IS NO EXCUSE!” 

Learn how ignorant you really are! Learn how ignorant the criminal justice practitioners are!! Learn how to educate the criminal 
justice practitioners on those occasions when you are quasi summoned to appear in one of their quasi judicial “traffic courts.’ 

IF YOU DON’T KNOW YOUR RIGHTS AND HOW TO DEFEND THEM, 

THEN BY DEFAULT YOU DON’T HAVE ANY RIGHTS! 

* Learn the facts regarding your sovereign, fundamental, unabridgeable, unalienable rights to life, liberty, property, travel, privacy, 
due process of law, et cetera and why they are inextricably linked and bundled as one when you use the public roadways. 

* Learn how to defend those rights successfully — not sometimes, but every time. 

* Learn that the traffic regulatory laws within every state of the American Union can only be administered and enforced by law 
enforcement officers/criminal justice practitioners proceeding in strictest ministerial capacity pursuant to their FOURTH BRANCH OF 
GOVERNMENT HOAX. 

* Discover why defenses in traffic court based upon: (1.) U.C.C. arguments, (2.) state of national emergency arguments, (3.) martial 
law arguments, (4.) admiralty jurisdiction arguments, or (5.) arguments regarding the legal status of Donald Duck are frivolous. 

* Learn how to construct your prima facie case for damages on any occasion when your right to travel is challenged and why this is 
the key to successful tort suits for damages and so-called civil rights actions when state actors fail to correctly respond to your counter 
challenge by prompt dismissal of their colorable, ad hoc summary proceeding. 

Obtain a copy of the three (3) volume TRAVEL AS OF RIGHT workshop book and you will treated to a detailed explanation and 
description of the suppressed truth about your right to travel. 

The TRAVEL AS OF RIGHT Workshop Book contains 23 chapters, over 250 pages, fully describing what you must know to 
understand the Traffic Regulatory Scam and how to defend against it when your natural right to travel is questioned by The State s 
ministerial minions; that is state actors proceeding under color of office, et cetera . 

Plus the TRAVEL AS OF RIGHT Workshop Book contains over 200 pages of exhibits comprising actual notices, affidavits, motions, 
and comprehensive memorandums of law et cetera which you will find directly adaptable to your own case(s), and when customized to fit 
your case(s), leave traffic court “judges” with no alternative in their ministerial office but to dismiss your case, for want of jurisdiction. And 
whereas should they fail to do so at the first hearing, your documentation similar to that found in these exhibits will establish your subse¬ 
quent prima facie cases for damages against all state actors found to be parties in the matter. Plus there are appendices on related legal topics. 

Altogether over 500 pages of information stripping away the mysteries and legal metaphysical flimflam — revealing the hard, unde¬ 
niable facts of your right to travel. 

To order a copy of TRAVEL AS OF RIGHT, send either a U.S. POSTAL MONEY ORDER 
or an AMERICAN EXPRESS MONEY ORDER in the amount of $185.00 to: 

James B. Wood III, do Cubex, Suite 174 - BB, 7507 South Tamiami Trail 
Sarasota, Florida 34231 U.S.A. 

Or write regarding 1-day or 2-day workshop sessions in your area. 

Or visit our Internet web site at: http://www.cftnet.com/members/rttravel/ 

NOTICE: 

Money orders must be made payable to: James B. Wood III. 

Positively no checks will be accepted. 

Orders are shipped UPS normally within 24 hours of receipt of order. 

Send an additional $15.00 if you wish special handling and shipment for overnight delivery. 

___ J 
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Unauthorized Practice of Law 


by Lawrence Stephen, Maxwell 


On April 1, 1996, the following case 
was docketed by the Clerk of the United 
States Supreme Court. The controversy 
began when Larry Maxwell was sued in 
Texas District Court for the Unauthorized 
Practice of Law (UPL) by the Texas Su¬ 
preme Court. In his defense, Mr. Maxwell 
asks some very intriguing questions: 

* How can the Texas Supreme Court 
be a plaintiff in a lawsuit? After all, the 
entire judicial system is intended to serve 
as an impartial referee in trials, so how can 
the “ref” also be “player”? The situation 
is analogous to a referee in a football game 
also being a wide receiver for one of the 
opposing teams. The chances for impartial 
referee decisions are nil, and the advantage 
to the ref s team are virtually insurmount¬ 
able. 

* How can a Texas District Court 
have jurisdiction over the Texas Supreme 
Court (plaintiff in the case)? If the District 
Court does not have jurisdiction over the 
plaintiff, how can the case proceed? 

* Given'that any appeal of the Texas 
District Court s ruling would ultimately be 
heard by the Texas Supreme Court (the 
plaintiff), how can Mr. Maxwell have any 
prospect for a due process appeal or equal 
protection under the law within the judicial 
system of Texas? Therefore, Mr. Maxwell 
believes his only remedy and appeal must 
lie in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. (In fact, Mr. Maxwell filed his case 
in the “One Supreme Court of the United 
States of America ”, but that is another re¬ 
markable article for another day.) 

For now, suffice to say, Mr. Maxwell 
has raised some extraordinary issues that 
should be of interest to anyone threatened 
with the Unauthorized Practice of Law or 


perhaps any form of prosecution initiated 
by a court. Due to space limitations, only 
two of Maxwells four questions are re¬ 
printed here - principally the question con¬ 
cerning the legitimacy of the Texas Supreme 
Court acting as a plaintiff in the Texas Ju¬ 
dicial System. However, those interested in 
reading or downloading the entire writ can 
look for the “UPL” file on the “Hot News” 
section of the AntiShyster Internet home 
page at www.antishyster.com. 


In The Supreme Court 
of the United States of America 
October Term, 1995 

No.95-8454 

In re: Lawrence Stephen, Maxwell 
Petitioner 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDING 

EMERGENCY PETITION FOR 
EMERGENCY WRIT OF PROHIBITION 

Introductory Statement 

Lawrence Stephen, Maxwell, in pro¬ 
pria persona, Sui Juris, an interested party 
by virtue of being named as defendant in 
the underlying cause, The Unauthorized 
Practice of Law Committee of the Supreme 
Court of Texas vs. Lawrence Stephen Max¬ 
well, Sr., No.95-047316, hereby petitions 
this Court to issue a writ of prohibition, di¬ 
recting Respondent THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS and Respondent Judge 
Mark Davidson to cease and desist all ac¬ 
tivity in said case, to direct the court to dis¬ 
charge all claims and actions of the plaintiff 


for want of jurisdiction and to enjoin Re¬ 
spondents from further violations of the 
unalienable rights of Petitioner Lawrence 
Stephen, Maxwell (hereinafter referred to 
as “Petitioner”). 

Questions 

I. Whether THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS has constitutional au¬ 
thority to file suit in one of its own inferior 
TEXAS STATE CIVIL DISTRICT 
COURTS. 

II. Whether THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS has constitutional au¬ 
thority to prosecute an alleged violation of 
a statute promulgated by their own licensed 
agents, said agents being OF both the Judi¬ 
cial and Legislative branches of government 
simultaneously. 

III. Whether THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS has prosecutorial au¬ 
thority given to it by the TEXAS CONSTI¬ 
TUTION. 

IV. Whether a STATE DISTRICT 
COURT has jurisdiction over a case that has 
been removed from its court. 

Respondents 

1. The Supreme Court of Texas c/o 
Jeffrey A. Lehmann, Agent/Attomey for the 
Unauthorized Practice of Law Committee 
of The Supreme Court of Texas, 5300 
Hollister, Houston, Texas 77047 

2. Judge Mark Davidson of the 11th 
State Judicial Civil District Court, Harris 
County, Texas, c/o 301 Fannin, Houston, 
Texas 77002 

3. Jeffrey A. Lehmann, Agent/Attor¬ 
ney for the Unauthorized Practice of Law 
Committee of The Supreme Court of Texas, 
5300 Hollister, Houston, Texas 77047 
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EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR EMERGENCY WRIT 
OF PROHIBITION 


Statement Of Jurisdiction 

Petitioner requests relief from this 
Court pursuant to the “All Writs Act,” 28 
U.S.C. §1651. Petition is filed pursuant to 
Rule 20 of the Rules of the Supreme Court 
of the United States of America. Petitioner, 
being “without” the United States, invokes 
the Court’s original jurisdiction under Ar¬ 
ticle III of the Constitution for the united 
States of America pursuant to Rule 17 of 
the Rules of the Supreme Court of the 
United States of America. 

Relief Requested 

There exist no other judicial remedy 
available to Petitioner. Petitioner requests 
that an Emergency Writ of Prohibition is¬ 
sue from this Court directed to Respondents 
THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS, its 
agent The Unauthorized Practice of Law 
CoirynitteecdThe Supreme Court of Texas, 
and State Civil District Judge Mark 
Davidson of the 11th Judicial Civil District 
Court of Texas, prohibiting Respondents 
from taking ANY FURTHER ACTION in 
the underlying case, to cease and desist all 
activity in said case, to direct the inferior 
court to discharge all claims and charges 
against Petitioner for want of jurisdiction. 

Reasons For Granting The Writ 

The writ will be in aid of the Court’s 
Appellate jurisdiction. Exceptional circum¬ 
stances warrant the exercise of the Court’s 
discretionary powers. Adequate relief can¬ 
not be obtained in any other form or from 
any other court. 
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Petitioner, as a sovereign Citizen of 
one of the several States, NOT a citizen of 
the Federal United States, possesses un¬ 
alienable rights given him by his Creator 
for purposes of complying with the com¬ 
mands of his Creator to fulfill his duties to 
his God and to his neighbors. Said unalien¬ 
able rights are preserved pursuant to the 
Common Law by the Constitution for the 
united States of America as well as the Con¬ 
stitution for the republic of Texas where 
Petitioner inhabits the land. Petitioner has 
the unalienable common law right to be free 
from malicious, unconstitutional prosecu¬ 
tion from the judicial branch of government 
insanely filing suit in inferior courts of its 
own civil judicial system to tyrannically 
control sovereign Citizens exercising their 
rights to peacefully assemble and speak 
freely in whatever forum that exists within 
the borders of America. The knowing, in¬ 
tentional, purposeful, willing abridgment of 
said rights is an act in direct violation of the 
common law of the land. The damage to 
Petitioner is incalculable. 

Respondents’ total absence of con¬ 
stitutional authority to file suits in their own 
courts MUST be IMMEDIATELY enjoined 
through a writ that sufficiently causes the 
total, complete and permanent termination 
of such unlawful activities against Petitioner 


and the People in and for Texas state. This 
Court can avert the inevitable collision that 
will occur if Petitioner continues to be con¬ 
fronted with tyrannical abuse of power and 
authority by officers and citizens of the Fed¬ 
eral United States. This de jure Court, bound 
by the clear and precise common law of the 
land, MUST take IMMEDIATE ACTION 
to DEMAND that Respondents, being un¬ 
der the direct jurisdiction of this Court in 
matters of this nature, comply with the law. 

Statement of Facts 

1. The Underlying Lawsuit 
On March 6, 1996, Petitioner was 
served with an “INJUNCTION” with at¬ 
tached “PLAINTIFF’S FIRST AMENDED 
ORIGINAL PETITION APPLICATION 
FOR TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION AND PETITION FOR DE¬ 
CLARATORY JUDGMENT”. The Plain¬ 
tiff in the underlying cause is THE SU¬ 
PREME COURT OF TEXAS acting by and 
through its agent the UNAUTHORIZED 
PRACTICE OF LAW COMMITTEE. Pe¬ 
titioner unequivocally DENIES all of the 
bogus charges of Plaintiff THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS. 

Respondent/Plaintiff THE SU¬ 
PREME COURT OF TEXAS has filed this 
action in a state civil district court, that court 
being an inferior court under the direct con- 
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trol and authority of Respondent THE SU¬ 
PREME COURT OF TEXAS. Respondent 
THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS has 
the absolute authority and power to issue 
writs of mandamus or prohibition to the very 
court where they are the plaintiff in a cause 
of action. It is an illogical absurdity and flies 
in the face of any and all lawful reason for 
the plaintiff in an action to be the superior 
court. 

Respondent Judge Mark Davidson of 
the 11th Judicial District Court was and is 
licensed by Respondent THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS. Respondent THE 
SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS has the 
absolute authority to revoke the license of 
the judge of the inferior court, to initiate 
disciplinary action against said judge, to 
begin impeachment proceedings against said 
judge, and in general, to apply any and all 
control determined necessary by Respon¬ 
dent THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS 
to control the outcome of the underlying 
cause of action. 

The agent for Respondent THE SU¬ 
PREME COURT OF TEXAS that is bring¬ 
ing this action is Jeffrey A. Lehmann, Chair¬ 
man of the Unauthorized Practice of Law 
Committee. Respondent Jeffrey A. Lehmann 
was and is licensed by Respondent THE 
SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS the same 
as Respondent Judge Mark Davidson. Re¬ 


spondent Lehmann and Respondent Judge 
Davidson are currently fraternal associates 
by and through the Texas State Bar Assp- 
ciation that is totally controlled and funded 
by Respondent THE SUPREME COURT 
OF TEXAS. 

The CONFLICT OF INTEREST be- 
tween Respondent THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS, Respondent Judge 
Mark Davidson and Respondent’s agent/at¬ 
torney and the court, is so overwhelming as 
to be patently immoral and intolerable in a 
civilized society. For these entities, who 
claim to be the “protectors of the law,” to 
even initiate such a heinous, egregious ac¬ 
tion with full knowledge of the overwhelm¬ 
ing conflicts of interest is cutting-edge evi¬ 
dence of the TRUE nature and intent of 
Respondent THE SUPREME COURT OF 
TEXAS and its agent, Respondent Jeffrey 
A. Lehmann. 

Respondent THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS has no constitutional 
authority to file suit against ANY entity for 
ANY reason, much less to file suit in its 
own inferior courts. Absent constitutional 
authority, the cause of action must be dis¬ 
missed for want of jurisdiction. 

Respondent Judge Mark Davidson of 
the 11th Judicial Civil District Court has no 
authority over Respondent THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS. If Petitioner were to 


countersue Respondent THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS for this heinous un¬ 
constitutional action and seek a permanent 
injunction to prevent any such future ha¬ 
rassment and litigation, Respondent Judge 
Mark Davidson would have no authority to 
enjoin plaintiff/Respondent THE SU¬ 
PREME COURT OF TEXAS, and could 
not issue a declaratory judgment against his 
superiors in favor of Petitioner. There is no 
plainer truth to exhibit the total lack of ju¬ 
risdiction that Respondent Mark Davidson 
of the 11th Judicial District court has over 
this action. Such an absence of jurisdictional 
authority over one of the parties to the case, 
coupled with the overwhelming conflict of 
interest, DEMANDS that this action be dis¬ 
missed for want of jurisdiction and that this 
court issue a Writ of Prohibition demand¬ 
ing the same. 

The People DEMAND the immedi¬ 
ate PROHIBITION of these heinous actions 
of Respondents who are acting in flagrant 
violation of the Common Law 
(Constitution(s)) of the sovereign Citizens 
of the state republics. 

Time is of the essence in this matter 
and there exists no alternative remedies in 
judicial process to meet the exigencies of 
Petitioner’s circumstance. 

Question I 

Whether THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS has constitutional 
authority to file suit in one of its own in¬ 
ferior TEXAS STATE CIVIL DISTRICT 
COURTS. 

This issue first arose in the summer 
of 1995 when Respondent Jeffrey A. 
Lehmann, Chairman of The Unauthorized 
Practice of Law Committee of THE SU¬ 
PREME COURT OF TEXAS contacted 
Petitioner by phone and proceeded to make 
multiple verbal threats as to how he was 
going to “take down” Petitioner if he did 
not cease doing what Respondent Lehmann 
(hereinafter “Lehmann”) claimed was “un¬ 
authorized practice of law.” Petitioner at¬ 
tempted to gain insight as to who Lehmann 
was and what authority he had to call Peti¬ 
tioner at his home and threaten him. 
Lehmann refused to reveal how such author¬ 
ity was garnered and to this day Petitioner 
has been unable to ascertain how any per¬ 
son can be given authority to call a sover¬ 
eign Citizen of the Texas republic and 
threaten legal action if they do not cease 
exercising their fundamental unalienable 
rights. 

Lehmann followed-up the phone call 
with a letter sent by messenger the next day. 
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The letterhead was styled “THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS,” and demanded that 
Petitioner appear at a “hearing” of this so- 
called Unauthorized Practice of Law Com¬ 
mittee (“UPL”) at the private offices of 
Lehmann and to produce documents and 
records to this so-called committee. The 
asininity of this whole unlawful process 
grieved Petitioner. Petitioner determined 
that a lawful action properly brought to re¬ 
dress the grievance would expose the lack 
of authority of a state district judge to hear 
a case in their court where Respondent THE 
SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS was a 
party. 

Petitioner filed suit against THE 
SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS, all nine 
justices and Lehmann on July 7, 1995, just 
one week after receiving the demand letter 
from Lehmann. Petitioner sought a declara¬ 
tory judgment that, inter alia, THE SU¬ 
PREME COURT OF TEXAS has no au¬ 
thority to sue Texas Citizens in its own 
courts. Petitioner also filed a Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order (TRO) and 
sought a Permanent Injunction against THE 
SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS. Two 
hours after filing the action, Petitioner was 
before State District Judge Scott Brister sit¬ 
ting as judge of Harris County, Texas ancil¬ 
lary court for that particular week. Lehmann 
appeared by speaker phone. Judge Brister 
lost no time informing Petitioner of what 
Petitioner already knew and exactly what 
Petitioner alleged in the Original Petition - 
- Judge Brister, being a state civil district 
judge, had no authority to enjoin THE SU¬ 
PREME COURT OF TEXAS who was his 
superior. However, in front of twenty plus 
witnesses, Judge Brister refused to DENY 
the TRO saying he would not have his sig¬ 
nature on the case in any manner. He even 
refused to grant a Rule 103 Motion for Pri¬ 
vate Process Service. It was clear Petitioner 
had hit a nerve. 

Just three weeks later, on July 28, 
1995, Petitioner appeared at a hearing be¬ 
fore State Civil District Judge Russell Lloyd 
of the 334th Judicial District Court. In short 
order, Judge Lloyd redundantly acknowl¬ 
edged his total lack of authority to issue a 
declaratory judgment and permanent injunc¬ 
tion against THE SUPREME COURT OF 
TEXAS. The following are excerpts from 
the Record of that hearing. 

Mir. Maxwell: It’s a simple question, 
Your Honor. Can this Court grant a perma¬ 
nent injunction against the Supreme Court 
of Texas and the nine justices and declara¬ 
tory judgment - - 

The Court: The answer is no. 


Mr. Maxwell: If this Court has no 
authority to grant our relief, the Court does 
not have the authority to hear our case. .. . 

The Court: I have no authority over 
the Supreme Court of Texas.... 

The Court: I am agreeing with your 
(Maxwell’s) side that... I don’t have the 
authority to stay the Supreme Court in car¬ 
rying out its official function. 

The Court was in FULL AGREE¬ 
MENT with the Plaintiffs’ position during 
the entirety of the hearing. Plaintiff Max¬ 
well then requested that the Court grant an 
appeal, without bond, so that the Plaintiffs 
could move forward in search of a court that 
did have the authority to grant the relief re¬ 
quested by the Plaintiffs. The Record shows: 

Mr. Maxwell:... we are simply say¬ 
ing at this juncture . . . grant us an order to 
get this thing on appeal and get it up to a 
court that can hear it. 

The Court: I understand. What I will 
do is I will grant summary judgment or 
something here. How do I do this? 

Mr. Maxwell: Your Honor, I have 
given the Court an order here. The paper is 
on back .... 

The Court: All right. 

Mr. Maxwell: It’s just an order re¬ 
questing that the Court grant the appeal. We 
are also asking that this appeal be without 
bond. There is nothing to here to be bonded. 

The Court: Yes. 

The Court: All right, I am going to 
grant whatever motion I just granted. I mean, 
that is to say, I am agreeing with your 
(Maxwell’s) side that I don’t have the au¬ 
thority to stay the Supreme ... Why don’t 
you (Maxwell) send him (Lehmann) a copy 
of your (Maxwell’s) order. Maybe y’all can 
agree to the form. Is that okay, Mr. 
Lehmann? 

Mr. Lehmann: Yes sir. 

The Court: Y’all agree to the form. 

Mr. Lehmann: Okay. 

The Court: You know what I am 
going to do and what I am going to sign. 

It could not have been more clear and 
understood that the Court agreed . . . that 
the Court lacked jurisdictional authority to 
hear the case. It could not have been more 
clear and understood that the Court was 
going to sign the Plaintiffs’ order, or at least 
an agreed form of the order, granting an 
appeal of the case, without bond, to a court 
that had the authority to hear the case. 
LEHMANN never raised any objection to 
the claim of the Plaintiff that this Court had 


no jurisdictional authority to grant the re¬ 
lief sought by the Plaintiffs. LEHMANN 
failed to file any written response in oppo¬ 
sition and he failed to raise ANY objection 
to Plaintiffs’ request for an Order Granting 
Appeal in the hearing on July 28, 1995. 

However, ten days later, Judge 
Russell Lloyd signed an Order proposed by 
Lehmann. Judge Lloyd signed the order the 
day Lehmann brought it to his chambers and 
before Plaintiff [Petitioner] even knew the 
order existed. Petitioner was never served 
with the order by Lehmann and received 
notification from the court after it was 
signed. Judge Lloyd DENIED Plaintiff’s 
request for an appeal to a court with author¬ 
ity to hear the case. 

Counsel for THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS discussed the case with 
Petitioner over the telephone. He made it 
clear that he believed Petitioner’s arguments 
that THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS 
lacked authority to sue in its own courts were 
irrefutable. He also agreed that Petitioner’s 
arguments as to the unconstitutionality of 
the statute claimed by the UPL committee 
to give them authority to sanction the so- 
called “unauthorized practice of law” were 
incontrovertible. He informed Petitioner that 
they were filing for summary judgment but 
that the motion would reflect that THE 
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SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS was un¬ 
able to refute Petitioners arguments and 
would abandon any claim to statutory au¬ 
thority to license the practice of law. 

Sure enough, the summary judgment 
motion filed by THE SUPREME COURT 
OF TEXAS failed to offer refutation of any 
kind against Petitioner’s claim that THE 
SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS lacked 
authority to sue in its own courts and also 
denied any statutory authority to license the 
practice of law. In their verv brief two-page 
motion for summary judgment in response 
to a 29-page Original Petition citing nearly 
a dozen constitutional violations, THE SU¬ 
PREME COURT OF TEXAS claimed sov¬ 
ereign immunity for the court, absolute im¬ 
munity for the justices and that they could 
license the practice of law pursuant to the 
Texas Constitution. It is not surprising that 
they failed completely to mention the Ar¬ 
ticle and Section of the Texas Constitution 
that allegedly gives such authority (espe¬ 
cially since no such authority exists). 

The People of Texas and the People 
in and for the united States of America 
DEMAND that the law be preserved and 
restored by the issuance of a writ of prohi¬ 
bition against Respondents who are so 
clearly and purposefully in violation of the 
Texas Constitution and the Common Law 
of the People. 

Question III. 

Whether THE SUPREME 
COURT OF TEXAS has prosecutorial 
authority given to it by the TEXAS CON¬ 
STITUTION. 

The authority to prosecute, on behalf 
of the People, rests solely with the Execu¬ 
tive Branch of Texas government by and 
through the Governor whose responsibility 
it is to insure that the laws of the state are 
faithfully executed. There is NO CONSTI¬ 
TUTIONAL AUTHORITY for the Judicial 
Branch of government to bring ANY pros¬ 
ecution in the very courts that make up its 
very existence, much less to prosecute the 
very sovereign Citizens that give them the 
authority to exist ONLY for the purpose of 
securing the unalienable rights of the People 
given them by Almighty God to fulfill the 
duties necessary to love their neighbor and 
conduct their affairs in the ways of God. 


Absent any constitutional authority 
to move as plaintiff in a prosecution against 
Petitioner and the People of Texas and the 
united States of America, this Court MUST 


issue a writ of prohibition enjoining the 
unlawful acts of Respondents. This writ 
should include a declaration that any and 
all Orders of Respondent Judge Mark 
Davidson are now and have always been 
NULL and VOID for want of jurisdiction. 
The writ should include directives that in¬ 
sure that Respondents rescind, undo, rec¬ 
tify, or cure any and all acts or omissions 
that may have occurred as a result of the 
unlawful acts of Respondents to cause dam¬ 
age to Petitioner’s security position as lien¬ 
holder on private property and damage that 
may have occurred to the secured position 
on any lien held by any other sovereign Citi¬ 
zen of Texas. 

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner 
DEMANDS that the relief requested herein 
IMMEDIATELY be GRANTED. 

Petitioner being “without” the Fed¬ 
eral United States [28 U.S.C. 1746] and a 
sovereign Citizen of a state republic makes 
the following attestation in keeping with his 
beliefs as he understands the Word of God: 

Verification by Asserveration 

In Witness, Knowing the law bear¬ 
ing false witness before Almighty God and 
Men, I solemnly aver that I have read the 
foregoing Emergency Petition for Emer¬ 
gency Writ of Prohibition and know the 
contents thereof; that the same is true of my 
own knowledge. 

Sealed by voluntary act of My own 
hand on this twenty-seventh day of the third 
month in the Year of our Lord Jesus Christ 
nineteen-hundred ninety-six, in the two- 
hundred nineteenth year of our Indepen¬ 
dence. 

Locus Sisilli s/ _ Sui Juris 

Lawrence Stephen, Maxwell 

“With reservations of all birth rights, 
not to be compelled to accept any unrevealed 
benefit, contract, or commercial agreement, 
nor subject to any unrevealed presumption, 
or silent judicial notice.” 


Lawrence Stephen, Maxwell 
c/o 2203 N. Palm Pasadena, Repub¬ 
lic of Texas Non-Domestic [77502] 
in propria persona, Sui Juris 
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Misinformation Drives 
Drug Prohibition 


This information is provided by the 
“Partnership for Responsible Drug Infor¬ 
mation’ (PRDI), 14 W 68th St, N.Y., N.Y. 
10023. (212)362-1964. 

The arguments for and against Drug 
Prohibition do not differ from those ad¬ 
vanced for and against Alcohol Prohibition 
(1920-1933). Only the situation is differ¬ 
ent: Most citizens, familiar with the horrors 
of alcohol abuse, initially supported Prohi¬ 
bition. But after 13 years of directly wit¬ 
nessing the ensuing corruption and violence, 
they voted Repeal. 7 Ironically, drug abuse 
is and always has been a far smaller prob¬ 
lem than alcohol abuse. A majority of citi¬ 
zens have little contact with drugs. Only 
inner city residents directly experience the 
corruption and violence resulting from Drug 
Prohibition. Consequently, many Ameri¬ 
cans are ill-equipped to evaluate misinfor¬ 
mation put out by the proponents of Drug 
Prohibition. 

Following are 22 major claims used 
to defend Drug Prohibition against critics. 
Those marked DEA appear in How to Hold 
Your Own in a Drug Legalization Debate, 
published by the Federal Drug Enforcement 
Administration, August 1994. Those 
marked CASA come from a National Sur¬ 
vey of American Attitudes on Substance 
Abuse, July 1995, from the Center on Ad¬ 
diction and Substance Abuse at Columbia 
University, headed by Joseph Califano. Ma¬ 
jor sources of materials to answer the claims 
are listed below. 

1. Claim: The major illegal drugs, 
heroin, cocaine and marijuana are more ad¬ 
dictive and dangerous to health than the ma¬ 
jor legal drugs, alcohol, nicotine and caffeine. 
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Fact: Prolonged high doses of 
pure heroin, cocaine or marijuana are not 
as physiologically harmful as prolonged 
high doses of alcohol; health hazards of 
heroin and cocaine primarily come from 
impurities and dirty needles. Nicotine is far 
more addictive than heroin or cocaine; caf¬ 
feine is mildly addictive; marijuana is not 
addictive. Historically, heroin, cocaine and 
marijuana were stigmatized due to their as¬ 
sociation with ethnic minorities: Chinese, 
African-Americans and Mexicans, respec¬ 
tively. 1,5,19 

2. Claim: “.. our children are crying 
out for help. They’re telling us that drugs 
are the most important problem they face 
growing up.. ” Joseph Califano, (CA SA). 

Fact: According to a 1994 Harvard 
School of Public Health survey of 18,000 
students on 140 college campuses, 70% of 
students drank alcohol in the previous 
month and 44% of students are binge drink¬ 
ers, defined in the survey as taking five or 
more drinks in a row during the prior two 
weeks. By contrast, for the previous month, 
12.5% reported using marijuana, 0.6% co¬ 
caine and 0.1% heroin. 18 

3. Claim: “Kids who smoke pot are 
much more likely to have sex and to have it 
without a condom, putting them at risk of 
pregnancy - the surest way to spend a life 
in poverty - and sexually transmitted dis¬ 
eases like AIDS. Pot impairs short-term 
memory, judgment and motor skills just as 
our kids need to learn, make tough deci¬ 
sions and drive a car safely. ” Joseph 
Califano, (CASA). 

Fact: This is true - and far more true 
for heavy drinking than for marijuana use. 


AntiShyster 

www.antishyster.com 


According to a Harvard survey, “Binge 
drinkers were seven times as likely to have 
unprotected sex as a non-binge drinker, 10 
times as likely to drive after drinking, and 
11 times as likely to fall behind in school.” 18 

4. Claim: “The perception that 
marijuana is benign is an insidious influ¬ 
ence .. Marijuana is properly called a gate¬ 
way drug. ” (CA SA). 

Fact: Most hard drug users started 
with alcohol and tobacco as well as mari¬ 
juana; most marijuana users never try hard 
drugs. 5 

5. Claim: Illegal drugs seduce us¬ 
ers into immoral and degenerate life-styles 
(CASA). 

Fact: That claim once justified al¬ 
cohol Prohibition. Troubled people often do 
escape their misery by abusing drugs and 
alcohol. However most people who use 
drugs, legal or illegal, do not indulge to self¬ 
destructive extremes. In an ongoing longi¬ 
tudinal study of several hundred children 
in Oakland, CA, “...when the teenagers 
reached 18, [Dr. Block] found that not all 
adolescent drug use boded a grim future. In 
this study, those teenagers who had experi¬ 
mented with drugs like marijuana during 
their teenage years - compared both to those 
who used them heavily and those who ab¬ 
stained - were the least adjusted. Dr. Block’s 
conclusion was that drug use is a symptom 
of maladjustment, not a cause . . .7 12,16 

6. Claim: We should put users In 
treatment programs, but punish dealers 
more severely. (Peter Hart survey of drug 
attitudes u ). 

Fact: Because it makes drugs so ex- 
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pensive, Drug Prohibition turns many us¬ 
ers into dealers. That is, users buy extra 
drugs to give or sell to friends, or to sell to 
pay for their own use. The “pusher” who 
introduces a teenager to drugs is usually a 
school classmate. 5 

7. Claim: “Crime, violence and 
drug use go hand-to-hand” (DEA). 

Fact: A majority of serious habitual 
criminals (burglars, robbers) also use and/ 
or deal illegal drugs. However, most illegal 
drug users do not commit any crimes be¬ 
sides drug crimes. A 1990 Rand survey of 
Washington D.C. found the majority of 
street dealers also held low-wage jobs and 
dealt part-time a few hours a week to obtain 
drugs for their own use. As for violence, 
only alcohol causes violent or reckless be¬ 
havior, notably drunk driving. Federal and 
other statistics show a large percentage of 
violent crimes are committed “under the 
influence” of alcohol, a smaller percentage 
under alcohol and drugs, and virtually none 
under drugs alone. 14 Illegal drugs “cause” 
violence only in dealers fighting for turf— 
just as bootleggers fought for turf during 
Prohibition. According to the National Cen¬ 
ter for Health Statistics, the murder rate 
climbed steadily during Prohibition to a 
peak of 10 per 100,000 in 1933, then 
dropped precipitously to around 5, remained 
low for 40 years, and again rose sharply to 
its present range around 10 in the mid 
‘70’s. n 

8. Claim: “We have made signifi¬ 
cant progress in reducing drug use in this 
country. Now is not the time to abandon our 
efforts” (DEA). 

Fact: Casual drug use has declined 
steadily over the last 15 years — probably 
in response to the same health concerns that 
caused drinking and smoking to decline. 
Meanwhile consumption by heavy users has 
taken up any slack. According to the DEA’s 
own statistics, heroin and cocaine are purer, 
cheaper and more widely available than 
ever. 4 

9. Claim: “We must either legalize 
[drug use] or get rid of it,” by imposing 
“very Draconian ” punishment including the 
death penalty: “[If] you import commer¬ 
cial quantities of drugs in the United States 
for the purpose of destroying our children, 
we will kill you. ” (Newt Gingerich 7/14/95). 

Fact: According to a July 95 NY 
Times series, illegal drugs are easily and 
cheaply available in U.S. prisons, smuggled 
in by prisoners’ relatives and corrupt guards. 
According to one warden, drugs are so cheap 
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in prison that prisoners actually export them 
for sale outside. 10 If we cannot keep drugs 
out of prisons, how can more Draconian 
measures keep them out of the U.S.? 

10.Claim: Drug dealers are more 
dangerous than murderers, because while 
murderers only kill a few people, dealers 
kill thousands. 

Fact: The same logic makes alcohol 
and tobacco manufacturers and distributors 
even more deadly than drug dealers. And 
don’t forget ski resorts and motor cycle deal¬ 
ers. 


11.Claim: “Legalization of drugs 
will lead to increased use and increased 
addiction levels” (DEA). The DEA cites 
CASA drug expert Dr. Herbert Kleber that, 
“There are over 50 million nicotine addicts, 
18 million alcoholics or problem drinkers, 
and fewer than 2 million cocaine addicts in 
the United States. If cocaine were legally 
available, as alcohol and nicotine are now, 
the number of cocaine abusers would prob¬ 
ably rise to a point somewhere between the 
number of users of the other two agents, 
perhaps 20 to 25 million... “ 6 

Fact: Dr. Kleber’s speculation is quite 
implausible. In many European countries, 
users may legally possess small quantities 
of hard drugs. Yet there has been no explo¬ 
sion of hard drug use or addiction. In the 
U.S. before Alcohol Prohibition, cocaine 
and opiates were legal and widely available, 
but were never remotely as popular as alco¬ 
hol. 5 Today, 30% of sixth through twelfth 
graders surveyed by CASA stated that it was 
easy to obtain cocaine or heroin — yet 82% 
reported that none of their circle of friends 
used hard drugs and another 13% reported 
that “less than half’ used them, leaving only 
5% with “more than half.” The CASA sur¬ 
vey does not distinguish regular use from 
occasional experimentation, so even the 5% 
greatly overstates hard drug abuse. Were 
cocaine given away free on every street cor¬ 
ner most people wouldn’t try it. 

12.The Claim: “Legalization and 
decriminalization of drugs have been a dis¬ 
mal failure in other nations ” (DEA). 

Fact: As depicted at length in an April 
’95 ABC TV special 20 many European 
countries increasingly treat drug use and 
abuse as a public health problem instead of 
a criminal problem. Marijuana is sold le¬ 
gally in bars in Holland, and rarely pros¬ 
ecuted elsewhere. People may legally pos¬ 
sess small amounts of drugs for their own 
use. Addicts can easily obtain clean needles. 
Programs in England, Holland, Germany, 
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Switzerland and elsewhere supply metha¬ 
done and even heroin to addicts. These pro¬ 
grams limit the spread of AIDS and hepati¬ 
tis among injecting addicts, and from ad¬ 
dicts to the general population. The great¬ 
est obstacle to expansion of European pro¬ 
grams is opposition from U.S. drug-enforce¬ 
ment agencies. 

13.Claim: “Drug prohibition is 
working . . . Actually, Prohibition was a 
success” (DEA). 

Fact: At the start of Prohibition, al¬ 
cohol consumption fell to an estimated 30% 
of its prior level; by the end in 1933, con¬ 
sumption had risen again to some 70% of 
pre-Prohibition, a level at which it remained 
for the next ten years before rising again. 9 
Prohibition mostly reduced consumption by 
prior light drinkers. It shifted consumption 
from beer and wine to hard liquor, which 
has a higher ratio of value to smuggling cost. 
It also caused the death or blindness of hun¬ 
dreds of thousands of Americans who drank 
bootleg liquor made from denatured indus¬ 
trial alcohol. Likewise, Drug Prohibition 
mostly discourages occasional drug users. 
It shifts consumption from marijuana, which 
is bulky and hard to hide or transport, to 
concentrated hard drugs. And it causes death 
or illness for thousands of addicts and their 
families, due to impure drugs, AIDS, hepa¬ 
titis, and antibiotic-resistant TB acquired in 
crowded prisons. 

14. Claim: “Most inmates in federal, 
state and local prisons have drug or alco¬ 
hol problems. It’s time to provide the treat¬ 
ment they need and replace indiscriminate 
mandatory sentences with this one: no al¬ 
cohol or drug abusers will be released from 
prison until he or she demonstrates a year 
of sobriety. ” Joseph Califano (CASA). 

Fact: Long mandatory minimum sen¬ 
tences for minor non-violent drug offend¬ 
ers already clog the courts and overwhelm 
the prisons. Does consistency require us to 
extend the same treatment to alcoholics? 

15. Claim: “Any revenues generated 
by taxing legalized drugs would quickly 
evaporate in light of the increased social 
costs associated with legalizing drugs” 
(DEA). 

Fact: Legalization would most likely 
shift consumption to marijuana and away 
from hard drugs and alcohol. According to 
Harvard drug researcher Prof. Harrison 
Pope, “I doubt that there are many sub- 
stance-abuse researchers who would con¬ 
tend that marijuana is as dangerous as alco¬ 
hol or tobacco.” 8 A recent study estimated 
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that if marijuana were legal and taxed at the 
same rate as cigarettes, It might generate $9 
billion in tax revenues. 2 

1 6 . Claim: “ Drug control spending is 
a minor portion of the U.S. budget, and 
compared to the cost of drug abuse, spend¬ 
ing is minuscule (DEA). The DEA estimates 
that in 1995, the Federal Government will 
spend $13 billion on drug control, compared 
to their estimated $60 to $100 billion in lost 
productivity each year. ” 

Fact: The direct costs of drug con¬ 
trol include local and state police, over¬ 
loaded courts, and new prison construction. 
The indirect costs include the cost of dan¬ 
gerous criminals paroled early to make room 
for drug users and dealers, the cost of prop¬ 
erty crime not prevented or solved because 
the police are busy pursuing drug dealers, 
and the corruption of police by those deal¬ 
ers. Indirect effects of Federal control in¬ 
clude the corruption of Latin American gov¬ 
ernments by international drug dealers. But 
even were the cost only $13 billion, that’s 
money wasted if it brings no reduction in 
drug abuse or crime. 

17. Claim: “Drug legalization would 
have an adverse effect on low-income com¬ 
munities^ (DEA). 

Fact: At present, drug illegality puts 
low-income communities at the center of 
both the illegal drug market and the Drug 
War. Consequently, while most drug users 
are white, most of those arrested — and most 
of those caught in the cross-fire — are low- 
income minorities. A restricted legalization 
would get drugs, drug customers, drug deal¬ 
ers, and guns off the streets. It would elimi¬ 
nate drug dealers as role models of entre¬ 
preneurial success. 5 

18 . Claim: “ There are no compelling 
medical reasons to prescribe marijuana or 
heroin to sick people " (DEA). 

Fact: Marijuana remains the treat¬ 
ment of choice for nausea due to chemo¬ 
therapy, and loss of appetite due to AIDS. 
Heroin is a safe and effective treatment for 
severe pain. In Europe, doctors legally pre¬ 
scribe these drugs for patients. 5 

19. Claim: “ Alcohol has caused sig¬ 
nificant health, social and crime problems 
in this country, and legalized drugs would 
only make the situation worse ” (DEA). 

Fact: There is a population of 
troubled people prone to substance abuse. 
Greater availability (if possible) of drugs 
will more likely change the mix of abused 
substances than the overall level of abuse. 


20. Claim: “What's at stake in the war 
on drugs is America s children. ” Joseph 
Califano, (CASA). 

Fact: Opponents of Alcohol Prohi¬ 
bition argued that children could more eas¬ 
ily obtain alcohol in illegal speakeasies than 
they could in regulated saloons before Pro¬ 
hibition. They argued that the spectacle of 
adults everywhere flouting Prohibition made 
children disrespect the law in general. And 
the money to be made as runners and look¬ 
outs for bootleggers seduced children into 
lives of crime. 7 The same goes for Drug 
Prohibition: It makes drugs more available 
to children, it teaches them disrespect for 
the law, and it tempts some of them into lives 
of drug-dealing, violence and crime. The 
CASA survey found the overwhelming rea¬ 
son children try drugs is “peer pressure”. If 
a restricted legalization gets children out of 
the drug business, it also reduces the pres¬ 
sure from drug-dealing peers. 

21. Claim: “And for those who say 
we should legalize drugs, I say do what I’ve 
done. Go to a hospital and visit the ward 
where they care for babies born to crack- 
addicted mothers, and hold in your arms 
one of the babies born weighing less than 
two pounds, with tubes running in and out 
of their bodies, desperately clinging to life, 
and ask yourself, do you want to legalize 
that which cased that problem ? ” Drug Czar 
Lee J. Brown, June 20, '95. 21 

Fact: There are no crack baby wards. 
There may even be no crack babies, except 
for babies endangered by malnutrition of ad¬ 
dicted mothers. Damage to babies by cocaine, 
or alcohol or nicotine, is best averted by pro¬ 
viding treatment and prenatal care. 3 Drug Pro¬ 
hibition does not keep addicted women from 
obtaining cocaine. But it does scare them away 
from treatment or prenatal care. 

22. Claim: Legalizers and 

decriminalizes do not have a clear program 
for solving the drug problem (DEA). 

Fact: Opponents of Drug Prohibition 
agree with Europeans that drug abuse, like 
alcohol abuse, should be treated as a public 
health problem not a criminal problem. 
Most favor some form of restricted legal¬ 
ization such as making hard drugs available 
only by prescription or in clinics. Most 
would limit or prohibit advertising of drugs, 
and often of alcohol and tobacco too. The 
Washington D.C. Drug Policy Foundation 
simply proposes that we eliminate Federal 
drug laws, and leave recreational drug regu¬ 
lation, like alcohol and tobacco regulation, 
to the states and localities. States could then 
try out different options. 
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Media Daze 


by Albert N. Baxter 


I've enjoyed watching the Sunday TV 
news programs (‘‘This Week With David 
Brinkley", the “McLaughlin Group", and 
“Face The Nation ") for years. Although I 
recognized a kind of bias, influence — even 
a modest measure of outside control in those 
programs — I also saw enough disagree¬ 
ment among them to persuade me that — 
taken together — those programs offered 
enough truth to be truly informative and 
worth watching. Based on the truth I 
thought I could discern (sometimes between 
the lines, but present none-the-less), I dis¬ 
missed the allegations of mainstream me¬ 
dia “control" as exaggerated. 

However, my doubts - that main¬ 
stream media was “controlled" or that the 
“news " had more in common with propa¬ 
ganda than objective information - were 
pretty well quashed by the media s blitzkrieg 
against Pat Buchanan. Until Buchanan 
showed signs of actually winning the Re¬ 
publican nomination for the Presidency, I 
had never seen the mainstream media op¬ 
erate in a way that could be described as 
both coordinated and vicious. When it 
looked like the machine's candidate Dole 
might lose the Republican “fix" (nomina¬ 
tion), I couldn't find a single major media 
outlet that wasn't openly desperate to “Stop 
Buchanan! " any way they could. 

I won't soon forget the almost me- 
chanically-objective “conservative " George 
Will (on “This Week With David Brinkley”) 
unite with his liberal “adversary" Sam 
Donaldson to launch an attack against 
Buchanan that was so virulent, Will was 
nearly hissing and spitting. I was confused. 
Why would conservative Will react so viru¬ 
lently against conservative Buchanan? I 
can understand that Will might disagree 
with Buchanan, but I could not understand 


why Will could not find at least some sav¬ 
ing grace in Buchanan's campaign. 

And then (same day) 1 turned on the 
McLaughlin Group (where Buchanan once 
appeared as a “regular") to see all Pat's 
old pals turn on him like a pack of hypogly¬ 
cemic cannibals. In fact, for about a week, 
I couldn *t find a single major media outlet 
that did not disparage or demonize 
Buchanan. While the virulence of the 
media's reaction was surprising, it was the 
incredible consistency of their reaction that 
removed any doubt that the mainstream me¬ 
dia IS controlled (when necessary) to 
achieve results that are clearly contrary to 
the best interests of the American people. 

I still watch “This Crock With David 
Brinkley", “The McLaughlin Grope", and 
“Moon the Nation"; it's interesting to ob¬ 
serve the party line. But I no longer re¬ 
spect any one of those program's commen¬ 
tators or advertisers. I see them now as a 
pack of aging prostitutes, promoted to the 
rank of Pimp or Madam and trying to con¬ 
vince us all of their virtue and integrity. But 
though they 're now working the bordello as 
assistant managers rather than $2 whores, 
nothing's changed but the wrinkles in their 
skin and the dead look in their eyes. In their 
hearts, they 're still walking the docks, wait¬ 
ing for another shipload of sailors to hit 
port. 

As for Buchanan, I didn't hear him 
whine about the media's assault on his can¬ 
didacy (never even heard him comment on 
allegations that some of the primary elec¬ 
tions may have been fixed to insure his de¬ 
feat). But why should he complain? He 
knows the game. After all, he worked in 
that same Washington whorehouse for 
twenty or thirty years. (I wonder if Pat's 
been struck by the irony of his defeat at the 


hands of his own profession — those who 
live by the media, die by the media?) 

As for Bob Dole, unless he picks an 
extraordinary running mate (Gen. 
Schwartzkof?) he'll get his in November. 
Y'know it's almost astonishing how stupid 
people can be. In 1994, the Republicans 
swarmed into Washington and displaced the 
Democrats in a political revolution based 
on the POPULIST power of their “Contract 
With America". Two years later, the 1996 
Republican primaries were awash with 
populist candidates like Alan Keys, Charles 
Collins, and Pat Buchanan — who wanted 
to represent the best interests of the Ameri¬ 
can PEOPLE. The Republicans ignored 
them, insulted them, even demonized them, 
and instead opted to support Bob “the me¬ 
chanical man " Dole who best represent the 
interests of the Republican party's MA¬ 
CHINE. In return for ignoring the people's 
interests in their primary elections, the Re¬ 
publicans will probably lose not only the 
Presidency in ‘96, but also control of the 
Senate and House. They 'll ‘ve earned it. 

In any case, here's a letter from an¬ 
other American who s finally begun to see 
the truth of the mainstream media. 


TO: CEO’s: 

FOX, NBC; CBS; LA TIMES; ABC. 

As a 72 yr. old WW II vet; father of 
2; grand-f. of 2; former university profes¬ 
sor; rocket scientist; minimally-informed 
man, I COULD WEEP - over my own ig¬ 
norance, and that of Americans, generally. 
And for this enormous pool-of-ignorance, 1 
hold YOU (and our school systems) largely 
responsible. Your “area of coverage” is vast; 
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the “depth” and significance and thrust is 
frequently minimal. 

I freely admit that what follows does 
not apply to every publication soap-opera/ 
newscast, but it’s representative. I find the 
ignorance, arrogance, sarcasm and impu¬ 
dence (of, for example, a Bryant Gumble) 
to be nauseating. But NBC’s “the fleecing 
of America” seems to be forthright and help¬ 
ful. I appreciate seemingly unbiased, open 
coverage of actual events; usually, sports. I 
subscribe to private publications—not Time, 
or Newsweek or USNWR—for what I con¬ 
sider to be a less-distorted, unbiased ren¬ 
dering of the facts. I wish that the order-of- 
importance of (particularly TV) news items 
superseded their point-of-origin, ethnicity, 
sensationalism. 

You have the greatest opportunity of 
any persons alive to foster appetites for ex¬ 
cellence - to stimulate and inform the masses 
- truthfully! Yet, largely, you feed us fluff, 
diversion and trivia. Your evident objective 
toward implementing the principles of “Si¬ 
lent Weapons for Quiet Wars” is continu¬ 
ous and consistent: Implying the need for 
Emergency War Power, for “authoritative 
intervention” on crime, drugs, poverty, etc.; 
Control of media content (refusing to cover 
embarrassing govt, issues such as national 
bankruptcy, unconstitutional money, overt 
deceit and deficit devastation); Creating 
animosity and division (race v. police v. il¬ 
legal v. capitalism); Keeping the public ig¬ 
norant of important issues (Constitutional¬ 
ism v. Socialism, tax-law truths); Ignoring, 
winking at, a/o lampooning character and 
integrity; deriding the family (displaying, 
extolling deviates); ignoring the devastat¬ 
ing, historical effects of taxation; Sympa¬ 
thizing with mediocrity (schools, immi¬ 
grants, productivity); Deriding private en¬ 
terprise, capitalism and American business 
(attacking/demonizing executives and con¬ 
demning remuneration and profitability); 
Applauding One-world government (con¬ 
doning subduction of American sover¬ 
eignty); Ignoring the published objectives 
of the UN, the CFR, the Bilderbergers, the 
TLC; Attacking wholesomeness, the church 
(gleefully exploiting the foibles of a few); 
Supporting loss-of- privacy (big-bro snoop¬ 
ing, “1984”); Reporting overt lies without 
question (particularly from govt, officials); 
Discrimination against conservatism (hiring 
biased journalists; ridicule of candidates); 
The near-worship of socialist/environmen¬ 
tal-extremism (failing to emphasize the in¬ 
accuracy of, for ex., the V.R’s environmen¬ 
tal-extremist writings); The constant attack 
on our 2nd and 4th amendment rights pri¬ 
vacy; gun-control v. criminal-control, due- 


process); Failing to analyze the money ‘situ¬ 
ation’, the ownership of the Fed. Res., the 
impotence of the 16th Amendment; Asking 
insinuating questions (“when did you stop 
beating your wife” type). Chung claimed 
your source of info is/was 90-95% govern¬ 
ment; thus, I can understand your reluctance 
to criticize. You quote ‘sources’, but what 
of their bent, bias and persuasion? They may 
be the writers/announcers, themselves. 

A specific example: Today’s front 
page of the LA Times: “Clinton releases oil”. 
Not mentioned on the 1st page is that it’s a 
“drop in the bucket” — it’s politicized sym¬ 
bolism. It should be ridiculed, not exalted. 
On pg. 18, it’s noted to be an increase of 
about 1%! If that isn’t distortion-by-impli- 
cation and relegation, what is? 

Here are a few examples of your ven¬ 
eration of what I consider to be rot: adul¬ 
tery; fornication; deception; murder; gore; 
destruction; rape; incest; disobedience; dis¬ 
respect; ridicule of fathers, teachers, police; 
homosexuality; “living together”; celebri¬ 
ties’ illegitimate babies; etc., the kinds of 
socialist/extremists activities which, histori¬ 
cally, have destroyed nations. I note your 
ridicule of patriotism, scorn for love-of-lib- 
erty, law, truth and freedom; your basic fos¬ 
tering of the welfare state and of the great¬ 
est governmental (and environmental) fail¬ 


ure on earth, socialism. You accentuate the 
negative. You castigate those whose opin¬ 
ions/beliefs are ‘different’, even though 
Constitutional and wholesome and lawful. 

I readily acknowledge Americans’ 
appetite for Junk, but you have whetted 
massively that appetite. (When officers or 
school officials attempt to enforce local or¬ 
dinances you “crucify” them; no wonder at 
their disillusion; lack of support; no won¬ 
der at truancy, gangs, violence to teachers, 
disrespect, etc.). But I commend you for 
what little your present re: altruism, integ¬ 
rity, scholarship, unselfishness, heroism — 
basic goodness and wholesomeness. But 
thanks to you, “Patriotism ” has become a 
despicable, ludicrous term. As a “patriot”, 
I offered my life for America. 

Perhaps my greatest disappointment 
in the media is as follows: As one who, 
until the last few years had nearly zero 
knowledge of the content and enormity of 
the (past and potential) influence of our 
Constitution, God’s law, common-law, the 
Law Merchant, the Magna-Charta, early- 
American-patriots, etc., on the vitality and 
health of early America, I find your ridi¬ 
cule, your avoidance, your distortion, and 
your shallow, jaundiced treatment thereof 
to be totally repugnant. 

During hundreds of pages/hours of 
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the O.J. trial you had “authorities” analyz¬ 
ing, commenting and speculating on every 
nuance - every blood-drop - of those brutal 
murders. During the King arrest you showed 
- hundreds of times - frightened, conscien¬ 
tious officers attempting to subdue a law¬ 
breaking, drug-energized, drunken man be¬ 
ing brought into compliance. Today, some 
fellows in Montana have some strong be¬ 
liefs apparently having to do with the law 
and the Constitution. (Just yesterday I read 
that their positions are well documented and 
readily available, but you don’t even inves¬ 
tigate!) Instead of your doing an in-depth 
analysis of their position and reasons, you 
describe long-range cameras, the weather, 
the standoff, etc.. Trivia. 

Some people believe strongly about 
the rights of the innocent unborn. [If; for 
example, there is a God and if abortion is 
murder, have you analyzed - or even con¬ 
jectured and reported on the potential con¬ 
sequences - to America - of “legally” mur¬ 
dering 30 million innocents?] Rightfully, 
the Holocaust receives major attention; but 
what about the 20-40 million whom Stalin 
starved? Pol Pot? What about the legality, 
ethically, morality of our 30 million macer¬ 
ated babies? 

You lampooned and devastated the 
alleged “extremist”, Sen. Joseph McCarthy; 


now Russian files reveal that Me C. was 
correct; the Communists had treasonous 
spies at the highest levels in our govern¬ 
ment! Shame on your ignorance and biased 
silence! Your embarrassment and apolo¬ 
gies should be acknowledged, frequent, and 
profound. 

I don’t know whether there was govt, 
complicity in the Okla. City tragedy. Did 
you fully investigate a reported second ex¬ 
plosion as was supposedly measured by a 
local university? Were most or all ATF per¬ 
sonnel absent as reported? How about a 
thorough analysis and report? 

Currently, some Cal. Senator is be¬ 
ing “hounded” by ignorant reporters; their 
questions are senseless, insinuating, inane 
and vacuous. Even an ignorant engineer, like 
me, knows better. Letters To Editors exhibit 
enormous ignorance and media-fed bias. 
You have an opportunity - indeed, a respon¬ 
sibility - to inform, and to correct totally- 
erroneous, but intentionally-imposed mis¬ 
conceptions; isn t it your duty to clarify and 
correct? Are you afraid to do so? Do you 
not have the time or talent or incentive? Isn’t 
it your obligation to report the truth, the 
whole truth and nothing but the truth, com¬ 
pletely undistorted? What people believe is 
important, because they act on it. Now mat¬ 
ters forever. 


Am I wrong about bias and distor¬ 
tion? Consider: Of 139 journalists recently 
interrogated: 89% voted for Clinton; 4% are 
registered Republicans; 2% are “conserva¬ 
tive”. Of all employers, you discriminate 
most. To top it, a so-called journalist, Elaine 
Povich said of the poll: “This Poll does not 
confirm a liberal bias in the news media.” 
Are your readers/ watchers stupid and 
blind? If that isn’t socialist/extremism-in- 
favor-of-liberalism, what is? Of all who 
shouldn’t - ever - accuse others of extrem¬ 
ism, it’s the “media”. I find your slanting 
of the info you produce to be enormously 
disturbing. Even I can detect it. Every con¬ 
versation I’ve had on this subject confirms 
my position. 

In short: I believe your function 
and objectives need overhaul. Let Supreme 
Law and Truth be your compass, not the UN, 
not the C.F.R., not the T.L.C., not the (V.P.’s) 
socialists/extremists/elitists, not the biased 
journalists/editorialists, not relativism. 

I agree with Thomas Jefferson: “// 
a nation expects to be ignorant and free, it 
expects something that cannot be.” 

Albert N. Baxter 

Rancho Palos Verdes, California, U.S.A. 
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Medical Consequences of 

Homosexual Sex 

by Dr. Paul Cameron, Ph.D. 


Because the “gay” community ac¬ 
tively supported his election in 1992, Presi¬ 
dent Clinton championed legislation and 
administrative rules which favored gay in¬ 
terests. First and foremost was the new 
policy allowing gays in the military. To¬ 
day, Clinton admits that was an extraordi¬ 
nary political gaff. Nevertheless, since that 
time, gays have been the “poster-boys” for 
the Clinton Presidency, and the center of 
much media attention. Just as blacks in the 
1960’s and women in the 1970’s and chil¬ 
dren in the 1980’s have been almost deci¬ 
mated after becoming the government’s 
“poster-boy du jure”, so will the gays - al¬ 
though it will probably take a few more 
years for them to realize just how danger¬ 
ous government favoritism can be. 

In the mean time, the issue of gay 
rights has polarized, frustrated and enraged 
large portions of American society. In Chi¬ 
cago, the Boy Scouts have been ordered to 
allow gay scoutmasters. Hawaii is on the 
verge of passing a law to allow homosexual 
marriage. Congress is trying to pass a law 
that defines marriage as strictly hetero¬ 
sexual, but the Supreme Court has recently 
revoked a Colorado State Constitutional 
Amendment which prevented gays from be¬ 
ing classed as legitimate minority with le¬ 
gal rights based only on their sexual orien¬ 
tation. Perhaps the most polarizing aspect 
of the gay rights crusade is the promotion 
of homosexuality as a viable “alternative 
life-style ” to children by public schools. 

Until recently, I’ve been largely in¬ 
different to the homosexual issue. My atti¬ 
tude has been if two adults males (or fe¬ 
males) want to play with each other — well, 
it’s not my problem and besides there’s not 
much I can do about it. My principal com¬ 
plaint with gays was that no one within the 
gay community exposed gay child molest¬ 
ers. That complicity of silence is self-serv¬ 


ing, shameful, and worthy of contempt. 
Nevertheless, it wasn’t my problem, so I let 
it go. 

I recently interviewed Dr. Jeffrey 
Satinover on “The Christian-Patriot Con¬ 
nection” (770AM Dallas, 8-I0pm Mon¬ 
days). Dr. Satinover had written a book 
called “Homosexuality and the Politics of 
Truth ” which explored one of the current 
“foundations ” of gay legitimacy: the theory 
that there is a “gay gene” that naturally 
predisposes and compels some folks to be 
homosexual. If there is a “gay gene”, then 
homosexuality is genetic, as natural as the 
color of your skin, not be based on personal 
choice, and therefore not “punishable ” as 
a crime (no intent). 

Although Dr. Satinover was compas¬ 
sionate toward the gays, he largely de¬ 
bunked the gay gene theory. After all, how 
can a homosexual trait be passed on ge¬ 
netically when the entire genetic process is 
based on heterosexual reproduction ? While 
a homosexual gene is theoretically possible, 
given that it is inherently contrary to any 
notion of reproduction, we can reasonably 
conclude the homosexual gene would be 
expressed in the population about as rarely 
as albinism or hermaphroditism. Therefore, 
all the civil rights that flow from the “gay 
gene ” theory are based on fraud. For me, 
that conclusion was neither surprising nor 
significant; most of government is already 
based on fraud, so why not gay rights? 

However, I had recently seen some 
1992 articles on homosexuality written by 
Dr. Paul Cameron, Ph.D. of the Family Re¬ 
search Institute, which were so aggressively, 
clinically critical of gays as to be not only 
shocking but suspect. Dr. Cameron’s work 
was so far from being “politically correct”, 
so far removed in tone and attitude from 
anything being “responsibly ” written about 
gays that I couldn’t help but suspect that 


Dr. Cameron’s work was biased “gay-bash¬ 
ing ”. Still, Dr. Cameron’s work was so well 
documented, his insights so new (to me) and 
clearly written, that I had to know if he was 
a legitimate researcher. 

So, during the radio interview with 
Dr. Satinover, I asked if he knew of Dr. 
Cameron’s work, and was it valid? Dr. 
Satinover expressed a mild uneasiness with 
Dr. Cameron’s aggressive style, and also 
warned that some of Dr. Cameron’s work 
was based on samples that weren’t quite 
large enough to be statistically reliable. (In 
other words, with more research and nu¬ 
merically larger samples, some of Dr. 
Cameron’s conclusions might be modified 
in terms of their statistical magnitude. For 
example, if Dr. Cameron concludes that 
40% of all homosexual do this or that, fur¬ 
ther study of a larger statistical sample 
might reveal the more accurate percentage 
is really 25% -- or 60%.) However, Dr. 
Satinover was convinced that in general, Dr. 
Cameron’s conclusions were accurate and 
important. 

Further, if Dr. Cameron’s 1992 work 
were false, it should have been publicly dis¬ 
credited by 1996. Therefore, given Dr. 
Satinover’s critical support, I ’m republish¬ 
ing a portion of Dr. Cameron’s article 
“Medical Consequences of What Homo¬ 
sexuals Do 

Although this is arguably the most 
shocking, offensive article I’ve ever pub¬ 
lished in the AntiShyster, there’s even more 
shocking information in Dr. Cameron’s ar¬ 
ticle which I did not reprint. Nevertheless, 
I feel confident this information should be 
enough to stimulate most peoples’ gag re¬ 
flex and make them see that the issue of gay 
rights is important and potentially so dan¬ 
gerous that only a fool would embrace the 
kind of indifference I’ve maintained for the 
last decade. 
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Throughout history, all civilizations 
and all major religions have condemned 
homosexuality. In the American colonies, 
homosexual acts were a capital offense. 
Thomas Jefferson said that homosexuality 
“should be punished, if a man, by castra¬ 
tion, if a woman, by cutting through the car¬ 
tilage of her nose a hole of one-half inch in 
diameter at least.” Until 1961 homosexual 
acts were illegal throughout America. 

Today, gays claim that the “prevail¬ 
ing attitude toward homosexuals in the U.S. 
and many other countries is revulsion and 
hostility... for acts and desires not harmful 
to anyone.” The American Psychological 
Association and the American Public Health 
Association assured the U.S. Supreme Court 
in 1986 that “no significant data show that 
engaging in ... oral and anal sex, results in 
mental or physical dysfunction.” 

Is the historic stance against homo¬ 
sexuality merely one of prejudice? Is ho¬ 
mosexual behavior really as harmless as 
gays and these health associations assert? 

What Homosexuals Do 

The major surveys on homosexual 
behavior are summarized below. Two things 
stand out: 1) homosexuals behave similarly 
world-over, and 2) a Harvard Medical Pro¬ 
fessor, Dr. William Haseltine, noted in 1993, 
the “changes in sexual behavior that have 
been reported to have occurred in some 
groups have proved, for the most part, to be 
transient. For example, bath houses and sex 
clubs in many cities have either reopened 
or were never closed.” 

Homosexual Activities 

Oral sex. Homosexuals fellate al¬ 
most all of their sexual contacts (and ingest 
semen from about half of these ). Semen 
contains many of the germs carried in the 
blood. Because of this, gays who practice 


oral sex verge on consuming raw human 
blood, with all its medical risks. Since the 
penis often has tiny lesions (and often will 
have been in unsanitary places such as a rec¬ 
tum), individuals so involved may become 
infected with hepatitis A or gonorrhea (and 
even HIV and hepatitis B). Since many con¬ 
tacts occur between strangers (70% of gays 
estimated that they had sex only once with 
over half of their partners), and gays aver¬ 
age somewhere between 106 and 110 dif¬ 
ferent partners/year, the potential for infec¬ 
tion is considerable. 

Rectal sex : Surveys indicate that 
about 90% of gays have engaged in rectal 
intercourse, and about two-thirds do it regu¬ 
larly. In a 6-month long study of daily sexual 
diaries, gays averaged 110 sex partners and 
68 rectal encounters a year. 

Rectal sex is dangerous. During rec¬ 
tal intercourse the rectum becomes a mix¬ 
ing bowl for: 1) saliva and its germs and/or 
an artificial lubricant, 2) the recipient’s own 
feces, 3) whatever germs, infections or sub¬ 
stances the penis has on it, and 4) the semi¬ 
nal fluid of the inserter. Since sperm readily 
penetrate the rectal wall (which is only one 
cell thick) causing immunologic damage, 
and tearing or bruising of the anal wall is 
very common during anal/penile sex, these 
substances gain almost direct access to the 
blood stream. Unlike heterosexual inter¬ 
course (in which sperm cannot penetrate the 
multilayered vagina and no feces are 
present), rectal intercourse is probably the 
most sexually efficient way to spread hepa¬ 
titis B, HIV, syphilis and a host of other 
blood-borne diseases. 

[The article went on to discuss ‘fe¬ 
cal sex”, “urine sex”, and “sadomasoch¬ 
ism ” which are beyond the limits I care to 
consider in the AntiShyster .] 


Medical Consequences 

Death and disease accompany pro¬ 
miscuous and unsanitary sexual activity. 
70% to 78% of gays reported having had a 
sexually transmitted disease. The proportion 
with intestinal parasites (worms flukes, 
amoeba) ranged from 25% to 59%. As of 
1992, 83% of U.S. AIDS in whites had oc¬ 
curred in gays . The Seattle sexual diary 
study reported that gays had, on a yearly 
average: 

1) fellated 108 men and swallowed 
semen from 48; 

2) exchanged saliva with 96; 

3) experienced 68 penile penetra¬ 
tions of the anus; and 

4) ingested fecal material from 19. 

No wonder 10% came down with 

hepatitis B and 7% contracted hepatitis A 
during the 6 month study. 

Effects on the Lifespan 

Smokers and drug addicts don’t live 
as long as nonsmokers or non-addicts, so 
we consider smoking and narcotics abuse 
harmful. The typical lifespan of homosexu¬ 
als suggests that their activities are more 
destructive than smoking and as dangerous 
as drugs. 

6,714 obituaries from 16 U.S. homo¬ 
sexual journals over the past 12 years were 
compared to a large sample of obituaries 
from regular newspapers. The obituaries 
from the regular newspapers were similar 
to U.S. averages for longevity: the median 
age of death of married men was 75 and 80% 
of them died old (age 65 or older). For un¬ 
married or divorced men the median age of 
death was 57 and 32% of them died old. 
Married women averaged age 79 at death; 
85% died old. Unmarried and divorced 
women averaged age 71 and 60% of them 
died old. 

The median age of death for homo¬ 
sexuals, however, was virtually the same 
nationwide - and, overall, less than 2% sur¬ 
vived to old age. If AIDS was the cause of 
death, the median age was 39. For the 829 
gays who died of something other than 
AIDS, the median age of death was 42 and 
9% died old. The 140 lesbians had a me¬ 
dian age of death of 45 and 23% died old. 

2.9% of gays died violently. They 
were 116 times more apt to be murdered; 
24 times more apt to commit suicide; and 
had a traffic-accident death-rate 18 times the 
rate of comparably aged white males. Heart 
attacks, cancer and liver failure were excep¬ 
tionally common. Twenty percent of lesbi¬ 
ans died of murder, suicide, or accident — a 
rate 512 times higher than that of white fe¬ 
males aged 25-44. The age distributions of 


“. . . it does not require a 
majority to prevail, but rather 
an irate, tireless minority 
keen to set brush fires in 
people’s minds.” 
_ Samuel Adams j 
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samples of homosexuals in the scientific lit¬ 
erature from 1858 to 1992 suggests a simi¬ 
larly shortened lifespan. 

The Gay Legacy 

Homosexuals rode into the dawn of 
sexual freedom and returned with a plague 
that gives every indication of destroying 
most of them. Those who treat AIDS pa¬ 
tients are at great risk, not only from HIV 
infection, which, as of 1992 involved over 
100 health care workers, but also from TB 
and new strains of other diseases. Those 
who are housed with AIDS patients are also 
at risk. Dr. Max Essex, chair of the Harvard 
AIDS Institute, warned congress in 1992 
that “AIDS has already lead to other kinds 
of dangerous epidemics .... If AIDS is not 
eliminated, other new lethal microbes will 
emerge, and neither safe sex nor drug free 
practices will prevent them.” As of 1992, 
at least 8, and perhaps as many as 9 pa¬ 
tients had been infected with HIV by health 
care workers. 

The Pattern of Infection 

Unfortunately the danger of these 
exchanges does not merely affect homo¬ 
sexuals. Travelers carried so many tropical 
diseases to New York City that it had to in¬ 
stitute a tropical disease center, and gays 
carried HIV from New York City to the rest 
of the world. Most of the 6,349 Americans 
who got AIDS from contaminated blood as 
of 1992 received it from homosexuals and 
most of the women in California who got 
AIDS through heterosexual activity got it 
from men who engaged in homosexual be¬ 
havior. The rare form of airborne scarlet 
fever that stalked San Francisco in 1976 also 
started among homosexuals. 

There is a pattern here that we ignore 
at our peril. With the rise of these new con¬ 
tagious diseases, homosexuality not only 
raises our medical costs, it also increases 
the hazards of medical care, receiving blood, 
and eating out. 

Genuine compassion 

Society is legitimately concerned 
with health risks - they impact our taxes and 
everyone’s chances of illness and injury. 
Because we care about them, smokers are 
discouraged from smoking by higher insur¬ 
ance premiums, taxes on cigarettes and bans 
against smoking in public. These social pres¬ 
sures cause many to quit. They likewise 
encourage nonsmokers to stay nonsmokers. 

Homosexuals are sexually troubled 
people engaging a dangerous activities. 
Because we care about them and those 
tempted to join them, it is important that we 


neither encourage nor legitimize such a de¬ 
structive life-style. 

These excerpts from “Medical Con¬ 
sequences of What Homosexuals Do” are 
reprinted with permission of Dr. Paul 
Cameron of the Family Research Institute. 
The original excerpts included 21 footnotes 
which I did not reprint for lack of space. 
However, for a complete copy of Dr. 
Cameron’s essay or to subscribe to his news¬ 
letter; write to Family Research Institute, 
POP 62640, Colorado Springs, Colo. 
80962. 


More Editorial Comment 

If Dr. Cameron’s research is correct, 
homosexuality is one of the most lethal 
“life-styles ” anyone can choose. Far more 
dangerous than cigarettes (which probably 
cuts only 10 years off the average smokers 
life) homosexuality cuts life-expectancy by 
about thirty years. The homosexual “casu¬ 
alty rate” is probably higher than that of 
our most aggressive military units (Special 
Forces, Seals, Marine Recon). As such, ho¬ 
mosexuality is inherently violent to the point 
of being murderous and/or suicidal. What¬ 
ever it is, homosexuality is not fundamen¬ 
tally “gay”. 

If you find Dr. Camerons research 
shocking, it's even more shocking that the 
homosexual community not only embraces, 
but promotes their lethal life-style. Most 
shocking of all, however, is the fact that our 
government and schools promote homo¬ 
sexuality as a rational option to innocent 
children. 

Given the confusion that routinely 
surrounds issues of gender and sexual ori¬ 
entation for adolescents and young adults, 
and their predisposition to “experiment” 
with everything from drugs to gangs to sex, 


any suggestion that homosexuality is a natu¬ 
ral, rational, or harmless “life-style choice” 
may be tantamount to negligent homicide. 
If Dr. Cameron ’s correct, homosexuality can 
cut your life expectancy by half. Therefore, 
any attempt by government or schools to 
promote homosexuality may cause the pre¬ 
mature deaths of an untold number of chil¬ 
dren. As such, this promotion is worse than 
criminal — it’s evil. 

Lastly, Dr. Cameron s research is not 
simply about homosexuals -- it’s about all 
of us since at least some of those homo¬ 
sexual activities (promiscuity, oral and anal 
sex) are also practiced by some heterosexu¬ 
als and therefore must also threaten the het¬ 
erosexual ‘community. 

Its a funny thing. The Bible warns 
against homosexual, unnatural, and promis¬ 
cuous sex, but we do as we please because, 
Hey, if God were serious, he’d throw down 
a thunderbolt every time one of us commit¬ 
ted adultery. But God doesn’t throw thun¬ 
derbolts, and we interpret His silence as 
approval, indifference, or perhaps even evi¬ 
dence that He does not exist. Therefore, we 
conclude we can do as we please. Then we 
die at age 40 from Karposi’s sarcoma, and 
wonder why a compassionate God would 
allow that kind of horror to take place. 

The deeper 1 get into the Bible, the 
more 1 suspect it is not so much an authori¬ 
tarian series of commands from a cold, im¬ 
placable God, but rather the loving advice 
of a father who knows the dangers in this 
world and endeavors to protect his children. 
If you want, you can ignore Dad’s advice 
and you may even get away with it. But the 
odds are, you ignore that advice only at your 
peril. Perhaps God doesn’t warn against 
homosexuality (or promiscuity) because it 
makes Him mad, but because it carries its 
own “thunderbolt ” and — like Russian Rou¬ 
lette — is inherently lethal. 


"Space-Age" Cloth KILLS Bacteria! 
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bacteria! 
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Badge of Infamy 


The 5th Amendment to the Constitu¬ 
tion endeavors to assure that all criminal 
defendant s receive a fair trial. That amend¬ 
ment states in part that “No person shall 
be held to answer for a capital, or other¬ 
wise infamous crime, unless on a present¬ 
ment or indictment of a Grand Jury..." This 
article hinges on the 5th Amendment's ref¬ 
erence to “infamous ". 

OK, but what's “infamous" mean? 

Just as some names (like “beloved", 
“honorable", or “role model") provide a 
person with “fame" (a positive public im¬ 
age), other “names" (like “traitor", “dis¬ 
honorable", and “child molester") can ir¬ 
revocably damage a person 's public image 
with a “badge of infamy ". Infamy is a kind 
of negative fame; an undesirable public im¬ 
age. An infamous crime, then, is one that 
casts public shame or disrepute on a per¬ 
son. 

Big deal? Nobody cares about “in¬ 
famy " ? Oh no. -Every one of us cares about 
and fears infamy. 

Remember the rhyme and shield of 
childhood: “Sticks and stones may break 
my bones, but names will never hurt me"? 
We 've all used it at one time or another to 
ward off the painful slanders of other chil¬ 
dren. But no matter what we said aloud, 
we knew in our hearts that some “names" 
DO hurt. 

For example, if one clever child suc¬ 
cessfully labeled you as “big head", “pig 
pen", or “wallflower", your entire social 
status and access to the friendly society of 
the other kids could be instantly destroyed. 
Suddenly, you could be an outcast, an ob¬ 
ject of ridicule, and subject to the incessant 
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taunts of ALL the other kids -- not just the 
one who first tagged you with that “badge 
of infamy". The psychological effect of 
being ridiculed by ALL the other kids (pub¬ 
licly “mobbed") is devastating and almost 
impossible to overcome. Although those 
childhood “names" may seem silly to 
adults, if you think back, you can remem¬ 
ber that even the threat of being publicly 
“labeled" as a child was terrifying. 

Just as infamous (i.e., “public") 
names can damage children, they can dev¬ 
astate adults, especially within the courts. 
For example, it's common knowledge that 
federal prosecutors routinely label IRS ad¬ 
versaries as “tax protesters" solely to in¬ 
still an anti-defendant bias in the judge and 
jury. Increasingly, government is also la¬ 
beling politically incorrect defendants as 
“right-wing", “racists", “childmolesters", 
“militia members ", “paper terrorists " and 
various other “names "for the obvious pur¬ 
pose of prejudicing the judge and jury 
against the defendants. These prosecutorial 
“badges of infamy" are intended to inspire 
the same mob-reaction in the court room 
that we once experienced in the school yard. 
Once that “tin can " is publicly tied to your 
tail, everything you say is regarded with 
ridicule or contempt, any chance to be tried 
by an “impartial tribunal" is lost, and you 
are unfairly assured of conviction. 

In 1993, the IRS prosecuted a man 
and wife for violating the tax code. During 
that prosecution, the U.S. Attorney de¬ 
scribed the defendants as “taxprotesters". 
The defendants (who wish to remain anony¬ 
mous) filed the following motion to Fed¬ 
eral District Court Judge Barefoot Sand¬ 
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ers; the U.S. Attorney offered no defense or 
explanation; the motion was partially 
granted (the U.S. Attorney was prohibited 
from using the label “tax protester"). 

However, although the written mo¬ 
tion contains a request for sanctions and 
costs against the U.S Attorney, the defen¬ 
dant was nervous when he made his oral 
argument. He remembered to ask that the 
badge of infamy (“tax protester") be ex¬ 
punged from the record, but he neglected to 
also ask orally for the sanctions and costs 
against the U.S. Attorney. 

Presumably, because the defendant 
did not make an oral request for sanctions 
and costs, those elements of his written 
motion were ignored and not granted by the 
judge. If the defendant had asked orally 
for sanctions and costs demanded in his 
written motion, would they have been 
granted? I don't know, but perhaps we'll 
find out if anyone uses a similar motion and 
strategy to protect themselves against 
prosecutorial slander. 

In the meantime, this motion appears 
to have worked in part (once) and laid a 
foundation for both additional understand¬ 
ing and possible legal strategies that might 
be helpful when bumping heads with Feds 
or their little prosecutorial pals in the state 
courts. Names DO hurt and this motion 
offers a strategy that might help to mini¬ 
mize that pain. However, bear in mind that 
although this motion appeared to work 
once, the defendant nevertheless wound up 
doing about two years in the federates' 
pokey. So don't imagine this is a silver bul¬ 
let. It is a concept to be considered, ex¬ 
plored, and perhaps applied. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
DALLAS DIVISION 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Plaintiff, 

V. 

JOHN DOE and JEAN DOE, Defendants. 

MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST 
PLAINTIFF’S ATTORNEY FOR SCANDAL¬ 
OUS PLEADING MADE ON THE RECORD, 
AND TO STRIKE SCANDALOUS PLEAD¬ 
INGS FROM THE RECORD, AND MEMO¬ 
RA N D UM IN SU PP OR T 

Comes now Defendant John Doe 
[hereinafter Doe] and hereby moves the 
Court, pursuant to Rule 11 of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure, to sanction 
Plaintiff’s attorney, Mr. Ralph F. Shilling, 
Jr., for deliberately and maliciously plead¬ 
ing that Defendants John Doe and Jean Doe 
are “tax protesters”; and, pursuant to Rule 
12(0 FRCP, to strike from the record all 
references made that Mr. & Mrs. Doe [here¬ 
inafter “Does”] are “tax protesters”, and in 
support of his Motion Doe respectfully 
shows: 

At or about August 25, 1993, Plain¬ 
tiffs filed a document entitled United States’ 
Emergency Motion, And Memorandum In 
Support Thereof, For Protective Order And 
To Quash Deposition Of Chief Judge Bare¬ 
foot Sanders. On page 3, in paragraph 7 of 
such document, the Does are accused of 
being “longtime tax protesters who do what¬ 
ever they can to delay the collection and 
enforcement of the Federal Tax laws”; and 
then Plaintiff’s attorney continues to slan¬ 
der the Does. Such document was signed 
by Ralph F. Shilling, Jr., Texas Bar No. 
123456789, currently employed by the U.S. 
Department of Justice, and participating in 
this Cause as attorney for Plaintiff. 

Memorandum 

The United States Department of Jus¬ 
tice is an agency of the federal government 
and, as such, maintains a prestigious posi¬ 
tion in the eyes of the public, as well as the 
Courts. Its officers, agents and representa¬ 
tives are held in high esteem. Their actions 
and their words at all times reflect the in¬ 
tegrity of the federal government, and are 
influential in all matters with which they 
become involved. 

There are, however, certain matters 
wherein the government lacks the authority 
to interfere. Inter alia , the Bill of Rights 
was designed to prevent encroachment by 
the government in areas concerning matters 
of conscience, beliefs, ideas, opinions and 
the like. Among the areas held sacrosanct 
are included the right to believe what one 


chooses, the right to differ from his neigh¬ 
bor, the right to associate with whomever 
he chooses, the right to join the groups he 
prefers, the privilege of selecting his own 
path to salvation, and the right to pick and 
choose the political philosophy that he likes 
best. Political preference and political opin¬ 
ion are outside the scope of governmental 
influence and control. 

“We can have intellectual individu¬ 
alism and the rich cultural diversities that 
we owe to exceptional minds only at the 
price of occasional eccentricity and abnor¬ 
mal attitudes. When they are so harmless 
to others or to the State,... the price is not 
too great. But freedom to differ is not lim¬ 
ited to things that do not matter much. That 
would be a mere shadow of freedom. The 
test of its substance is the right to differ as 
to things that touch the heart of the existing 
order.” 

“If there is any fixed star in our con¬ 
stitutional constellation, it is that no offi¬ 
cial, high or petty, can prescribe what shall 
ibe orthodox in politics, nationalism, reli¬ 
gion, or other matters of opinion or force 
citizens to confess by word or act their faith 
therein.” West Virginia Board of Educa¬ 
tion v. Barnette , 319 U.S. 624, (1943). 

The above-referenced scandalous re¬ 
marks of Mr. Shilling are designed to have 
a chilling effect on the Court’s opinion of 
the Does and their position herein, as well 
as to affect the outcome of the action itself. 

The scandalous remarks of Mr. Shil¬ 
ling violate the Does’ right of the liberty to 
associate politically as they choose; to main¬ 
tain their thoughts, ideas and opinions, and 
hold them freely and without fear of repri¬ 
mand or ridicule from government employ¬ 
ees. When Mr. Shilling mocked the Does’ 
political beliefs by making intentional and 
insulting reference to their actions in this 
Cause, he deliberately slandered the Does 
just as surely as had he referred to them as 
“niggers”, “idiots” or some other deroga¬ 
tory label. 

Such remarks were made with mal¬ 
ice and with intent to prejudice the Court 
against the Does, as well as to instill fear 
and intimidation in them, in an attempt to 
show the Does and the Court that the Does 
should be treated differently from other liti¬ 
gants because they may espouse political 
views and opinions different from those held 
by Mr. Shilling. Mr. Shilling expects to find 
a sympathetic ear in the Court because both 
Mr. Shilling and the Court have the same 
employer. 

It is also obvious that Mr. Shilling’s 
remarks were aimed at ridiculing the Does 
for a embracing a political philosophy 
which Mr. Shilling, and, perhaps, the Plain¬ 
tiff which he herein represents, disapproves. 


The Constitution does not permit such ac¬ 
tion on the part of Mr. Shilling, or the fed¬ 
eral government. 

“There are areas where the govern¬ 
ment may not probe. Private citizens, pri¬ 
vate clubs, private groups may make such 
deductions and reach such conclusions as 
they choose from the failure of a citizen to 
disclose his beliefs, his philosophy, his as¬ 
sociates. But government has no business 
penalizing a citizen merely for his beliefs 
or associations. It is government action that 
we have here. It is government action that 
the Fourteenth and Fifth Amendments pro¬ 
tect against.” Beilan v. Board of Educa¬ 
tion, 357 U.S. 399 (1958), Mr. Justice Dou¬ 
glas, dissenting. 

The Does do not know whether Mr. 
Shilling expressed his own personal policy 
respecting Does’ political posture, or 
whether Mr. Shilling expressed the official 
position of the Plaintiff, when he referred 
to the Does as “tax protesters”. In either 
case, such posturing by Mr. Shilling is in 
violation of Does’ Fifth Amendment right 
to equal treatment under the law, as well as 
to the liberty of choosing the political phi¬ 
losophy which they prefer. 

“... the basic principle [is] that gov¬ 
ernment can concern itself only with the ac¬ 
tions of men, not with their opinions or be¬ 
liefs. As Thomas Jefferson said in 1779: 

BAKER’S 
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\ . . the opinions of men are not the object 
of civil government, nor under its jurisdic¬ 
tion; ... it is time enough for the rightful 
purposes of civil government for its offic¬ 
ers to interfere when principles break out 
into overt acts against peace and good or¬ 
der. ’ 2 Papers of Thomas Jefferson (Boyd, 
ed. 1950) 546. . . . When we make the be¬ 
lief of the citizen the basis of government 
action, we move toward the concept of to¬ 
tal security. Yet total security is possible 
only in a totalitarian regime-the kind of sys¬ 
tem we profess to combat.” (Emphasis in 
original) Beilan v. Board of Education, 357 
U.S. 399 (1958), Mr. Justice Douglas, dis¬ 
senting. 

The impact of public identification 
[as a “tax protestor”, for example] on First 
Amendment freedoms was acknowledged 
by Chief Justice Vinson in American Com¬ 
munications Assn. v. Douds , 339 U.S. 382, 
where he said, “Under some circumstances, 
indirect ‘discouragements’ undoubtedly 
have the same coercive effect upon the ex¬ 
ercise of First Amendment rights as impris¬ 
onment, fines, injunctions or taxes.” 

Mr. Shilling has acted with the full 
knowledge that his remarks were aimed di¬ 
rectly at the political opinions and beliefs 
of the Does. The Fifth Amendment was 
designed to protect the Does against such 
infamous punishment. Infamy as a sanc¬ 
tion in Roman Law is traced in Tatarczuk, 
Infamy of Law, Canon Law Studies No. 357 , 
The Catholic University of America (1954), 
1-13. The penalties that Roman Law at¬ 
tached to infamy are familiar; exclusion 
from the army, from all public service, and 
from the exercise of certain public rights. 
Id. at 10. 

The history of infamy as punishment 
was notorious. Luther had inveighed against 
excommunication. The Massachusetts Body 
of Liberties of 1641 had provided in Article 
60, “No church censure shall degrad or de¬ 
pose any man from any Civill dignitie, of¬ 
fice, or Authoritie he shall have in the Com¬ 
monwealth.” Loss of office, loss of dignity, 
loss of face were feudal forms of punish¬ 
ment. Infamy was historically considered 
to be punishment as effective as fine and 
imprisonment. 

Professor Mitchell Franklin of 
Tulane University in an article entitled The 
Encyclopediste Origin and Meaning of the 
Fifth Amendment , 15 Lawyers Guild Rev. 
41, shows how the Italian jurist, Beccaria, 
and his French and English followers, in¬ 
fluenced American thought in the critical 
years following our Revolution. The 
Beccarian attitude toward infamy was a part 
of the background of the Fifth Amendment. 
The concept of infamy was explicitly writ¬ 
ten into it, for the First Clause contains the 


concept in haec verba , “No person shall be 
held to answer for a capital or otherwise 
infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment by a Grand Jury....” (Emphasis 
added.) 

Beccaria was the main voice against 
the use of infamy as punishment. He 
showed that the curse of infamy results from 
public opinion, and oppression occurs when 
infamy is imposed on the citizen by the 
State. Beccaria’ s Essay on Crimes and 
Punishment , with its famous commentary 
by Voltaire was known in America immedi¬ 
ately after its first appearance in France, and 
was the first of Voltaire’s works to be pub¬ 
lished in America. It was popular in lend¬ 
ing libraries and as a quickly sold item in 
bookstores because of general interest in the 
formation of a new social order evolving 
here. 

As a famous French jurist stated: 

“It is in the power of the mores rather 
than in the hands of the legislator that this 
terrible weapon of infamy rests, this type of 
civil excommunication, which deprives the 
victim of all consideration, which severs all 
the ties which bind him to his fellow citi¬ 
zens, which isolates him in the midst of so¬ 
ciety. The purer and more untouched the 
customs are, the greater the force of infamy.” 

Brissot de Warville, / Theorie des 
Loix Criminelles (1781) 188. 

By his scandalous statement, Mr. 
Shilling has brought infamy on the heads 
of the Does. This is precisely what the Fifth 
Amendment prohibits. 

Conclusion 

Does have suffered a loss of their lib¬ 
erty at the hands of Mr. Shilling by his defa¬ 
matory remarks having been made on pub¬ 
lic record. Mr. Shilling would have the 
Court treat the Does as outlaws not entitled 
to the full respect and dignity due them as 
Sovereigns. This situation is no different 
than had Does been outlawed in Nazi Ger¬ 
many for being Jews. Mr. Shilling has em¬ 
braced the position of an autocratic manipu¬ 
lator; thereby assuming a posture repugnant 
to one holding his office, and wholly out¬ 
side the scope of his authority. 

Does are aware that the Court can¬ 
not redress the grievous injury inflicted upon 
Does’ liberty by Mr. Shilling. However, 
pursuant to Rule 12(0 of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure [FRCP], the Court can 
order the subject scandalous pleadings of 
Mr. Shilling stricken. Pursuant to Rule 11 
FRCP the Court can sanction Mr. Shilling 
by appropriate imposition of a fine commen¬ 
surate with the tactics of Mr. Shilling’s hav¬ 
ing slandered the Does, and having done so 
immediately prior to the trial date and thus 


causing deliberate disruption of these pro¬ 
ceedings and unnecessary delay. The Court 
also can Order Mr. Shilling to pay the Does’ 
costs for having to prepare this Motion. 

Doe will not ask the Court to have 
Mr. Shilling removed as attorney for the 
Plaintiff, although Mr. Shilling may wish 
to withdraw voluntarily, as Doe intends to 
bring a civil action against Mr. Shilling for 
violation of his constitutional rights; thereby 
placing Mr. Shilling and Doe in the posi¬ 
tion of being personal adversaries. 

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSID¬ 
ERED, Doe prays that the Court: 

1. Order stricken from the record 
all references made to Does being “tax pro¬ 
testers”; and the entire Paragraph No. 7, on 
page 3 of United States’ Emergency Mo¬ 
tion, etc., filed at or about August 25, 1993; 

2. Order Mr. Shilling to pay an ap¬ 
propriate fine for having disrupted these pro¬ 
ceedings and caused unnecessary delay; 

3. Order Mr. Shilling to pay costs 
of prosecution of this Motion to Doe in the 
amount of $ 1,000.00 [$ 125.00 per hour for 
eight hours]; 

5. And for such other and further 
relief which the Court deems just and proper. 

DATED this the_day of August, 1993. 

Respectfully submitted, 

John Doe 
Dallas, Texas 

r ATTENTION, N 
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The Bar, Insurance Fraud, & Murder II 


Site-Specific Murder 

by Eric C. Moebius 


Eric Moebius has been a lawyer for 
fifteen years, five of them as a Texas Assis¬ 
tant Attorney General. As a private attor¬ 
ney he stumbled onto a serious of unusual 
insurance cases that involved catastrophic 
orfatal injuries in which the insurance com¬ 
panies had lawfully won (and need not pay 
out an insurance claim for the injury or 
death) but nevertheless chose not to win, 
chose to pay huge claims that need not be 
paid. 

Over time, Mr. Moebius realized the 
insurance companies wanted to pay the 
claims because the insurance executives, 
lawyers for the plaintiff, and the trial court 
judge conspired to “separate” the legiti¬ 
mate victim or heir from the claim. Then, 
after the legitimate claimant was tricked into 
believing the case was lost, the conspira¬ 
tors would process the claim. The insur¬ 
ance company would issue a check to the 
claimant's attorney and the attorney would 
divide the money between the judge, attor¬ 
neys, and insurance executives. The legiti¬ 
mate victim or heirs, believing their case 
permanently lost, would never receive a 
dime. 

What was originally intended to 
merely defraud legitimate accident victims 
evolved into a murder-for-money scheme in 
which the conspirators would cause an in¬ 
nocent person's death on an over-insured 
property in older to “launder" enormous 
sums of money through the insurance com¬ 
pany and courts. This entire process was 
described in AntiShyster Vol. 6 No. 1, and 
can also be found in the “Hot News” sec¬ 
tion of the AntiShyster webb site at 
www.antishyster.com. In the previous in¬ 
stallment, Mr. Moebius has named one 
former Texas State Bar president, on Texas 
appellate court judge, and one Texas Su¬ 
preme Court Justice has having played a 
role in these “separation ” schemes. 
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Since Mr. Moebius began to expose 
this scheme, the State Bar of Texas tried to 
disbar him unsuccessfully eleven times, but 
finally succeeded on the twelfth. He is now 
unemployed and fearful that he may be 
killed. However, since the story first ap¬ 
peared in the AntiShyster, one Texas Ranger, 
the U.S. Attorney's Office, and the I.R.S. 
have begun to investigate Mr. Moebius' al¬ 
legations and those insurance companies, 
judges, lawyers and individuals allegedly 
involved in the separation and murder 
schemes. 

Mr. Moebius' understanding of these 
schemes is constantly growing, refining, and 
can be expected to change and improve over 
time. Here s his second installment. 


Murder to collect life insurance is 
limited to the policy limits which must be 
announced before the murder. Likewise, 
given that the beneficiary of the policy is 
often known, so is the motive for the mur¬ 
der. 

Murdering individuals on a specific 
business site, however, offers considerable 
advantages over life insurance murders. The 
principle advantage is that much more in¬ 
surance money can be moved through the 
subsequent death claim. With “site” (or 
“premises”) insurance coverage, a great 
many additional elements come into play, 
like gross negligence, pain and suffering, 
loss of earning capacity and loss of consor¬ 
tium. If the bodies are set on fire, fire dam¬ 
ages are also excited. Unlike life insurance, 
the “payouts” through the site-based death 
claims are expansive and determined by the 
victim’s age and the amount of suffering the 
victim undergoes prior to death. As a re¬ 
sult, a single site-specific murder can move 
(“launder”) as much as $20 million through 
one death claim. 

AntiShyster 
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Moreover, site coverage more easily 
conceals the intent to move enormous sums 
of money through the death claim. Con¬ 
ducting the murder in a normal “negligence 
zone” (such as a convenience store) is 1) 
“site specific” (the murder must occur at a 
specific business which is intentionally 
over-insured); and 2) perpetrator nonspe¬ 
cific (there is no obvious personal relation¬ 
ship between the killer and the victim), 
which helps conceal the motive for the mur¬ 
der. 

Because all insurance payouts on per¬ 
sonal injury claims are tax free, these 
payouts present a one sided, nontaxable 
event which further enhances the covert 
movement of the money. The transaction 
is “one-sided” in that while the insurance 
company reports to the I.R.S. that it paid 
the money, no one reports receiving it. It is 
“nontaxable” in that the insurance company 
deducts the money it pays out as a cost and 
pays no taxes on it, and the recipient col¬ 
lects the money as a personal injury com¬ 
pensation and also pays no taxes. The I.R.S. 
is defrauded at both ends. 

If a family member has agreed prior 
to the murder to allow the death claims to 
be shared and used for money laundering 
(a process called “co-hosting”), the case will 
not be tried as no separation scheme will be 
necessary. The case will instead be “settled” 
and all the conspirators (including the fam¬ 
ily member who betrayed the victim) will 
receive a portion of the laundered money. 

If a family member does not partici¬ 
pate in the murder, the family will be sub¬ 
jected to a “separation scheme”, with all sub¬ 
sequent movement of money through the 
claim being covert and unauthorized. Post 
separation, the claim will be used to laun¬ 
der money out of the “host” insurance 
carrier’s reserve accounts, presuming the 
claimant is “separated” from the claim and 
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the claim is left “open” through the use of 
gross reversible error and/or fraud. As such, 
the motive for the murder is the creation and 
subsequent pirating of the claim itself. 

If the claim’s true owner is “sepa¬ 
rated” from the claim and third parties there¬ 
after access the “pirated” claim to launder 
money through the claim, the claim’s true 
owner will have no knowledge of the post 
separation money laundering transaction. 
This is true even though payouts are attrib¬ 
uted to the claim’s true owner. Thus, not 
only will the murder victim’s wrongful death 
claim be subjected to unauthorized use by 
third parties, the money will be issued in 
the name of the claim’s true owners (heirs 
of the deceased) but without their knowl¬ 
edge or permission. Again, this enhances 
the covert movement of the money and pro¬ 
tects the identity of the murderers and money 
launderers. 

Show time 

If the site-specific murder is a money 
laundering transaction, the entire murder 
will be a staged event. As a result, the mur¬ 
der will show subtle but definite signs of 
“gross premeditation”; i.e., planning de¬ 
signed to insure the overall success of the 
money laundering scheme. Every element, 
including the site, the victims, the murder¬ 
ers and the money that is paid through the 
claims will be provided by the money laun¬ 
derers. Anyone familiar with the process 
knows that money laundering is always con¬ 
cealed by an illusion. Money laundering 
always appears to be some other activity. 
The creation of this illusion or cover man¬ 
dates elaborate “staging”, which by its very 
nature demands gross premeditation. As 
such, it cannot be overemphasized how 
prevalent “gross premeditation” and plan¬ 
ning will be in these instances and how vul¬ 
nerable these murders will be to sophisti¬ 
cated inquiry and investigation. 

Success'of any money laundering 
scheme is defined by the absence of “trace 
back”, the most feared and hated element 
of the scheme participants. Trace back not 
only imperils the scheme, it threatens dis¬ 
covery of the vast sums of currency held by 
the money launderers. Avoiding trace back 
means providing stringent security for the 
murderer. If the murderer or murderers are 
caught, trace back occurs and the money 
launderers’ identities come to light. If the 
general scheme is frequently employed — 
as seems to be the case with these site-spe¬ 
cific murders — trace back through one mur¬ 
der imperils the entire infrastructure used 
to conduct repeated site-murder schemes. 
Conducting discovery into just one scheme 


(such as Mrs. Garcia’s; seeAntiShysterVo\. 
6 No.l), imperils the entire infrastructure. 
As a result, participating courts deny all in¬ 
quiries and discovery. 

Subtle clues 

What should the layman or lawyer 
look for? How can it be said that the injury, 
death or murder was a staged event, done 
under a cover motive? Look for two signs 
of site-specific death and murder. The first 
sign is unusual negligence, with multiple 
paths that seem designed to insure the oc¬ 
currence of the “injury event” and the cre¬ 
ation of the site-specific death claim. Where 
overt murders are involved, unusual steps 
will be taken to insure security for the mur¬ 
derers. The second sign is the presence of a 
separation scheme. Such schemes lack 
subtlety and are often conducted by rack¬ 
eteering judges through the use of intention¬ 
ally reversible error. In severe situations, 
the State Bar will be aggressively utilized 
to shake the legitimate plaintiff’s attorney 
from the pirated claim. 

Once the claim is created through the 
site murder, a follow-up scheme is imple¬ 
mented which prevents the claim’s true 
owner (heirs of the deceased) from access¬ 
ing or using the claim. This “separation 
scheme” will be blatantly evident as great 
efforts will be made to (1) deny the true 
owner access to the claim but nevertheless 
(2) keep the claim open. Fraud through the 
attorney-client relationship, the court’s in¬ 
tentional use of gross reversible error — or 
both — may be used to “separate” the claim’s 
legitimate owner from the claim. As a re¬ 
sult, a trained eye will see evidence that the 
courts may be participants in the site mur¬ 
der schemes, a factor that is illustrated in 
the Havner case. 

By diminishing the security for store 
employees, security for any potential rob¬ 
ber or murderer was greatly increased. So 
was the “cover” motive, as any murder of a 
convenience store employee would be au¬ 
tomatically credited to the motive of rob¬ 
bery for the increased amount of unsecured 
money kept on the site. Creating a cover 
motive provides security for the money laun¬ 
dering operation as cover motive obscures 
true motive. 

Site-specific murder, when con¬ 
ducted at a convenience store, provides an 
ideal cover motive that obscures the real 
motive. Site murders conducted in other 
locations, such as homes, provide weaker 
cover motives and thereby allow the money 
laundering motive to be more easily discov¬ 
ered. 


Diana Havner 

In 1987, Diana Havner was murdered 
while working nights as a convenience store 
clerk in Sulphur Springs, Texas. Her case 
offers a classic illustration of the elements 
that may be present in a site-specific mur¬ 
der. Although the apparent motive for her 
death was simply the robbery of the conve¬ 
nience store, the real motive may have been 
the creation of a death claim against an in¬ 
surance company. Because the Havner case 
(reported at 825 S.W.2d 456 and 832 S.W.2d 
368) appears to be both an example of an 
employer intentionally “setting up” an em¬ 
ployee to be murdered “on site” and has also 
become the controlling case which deter¬ 
mines the presence or absence of liability 
in site-specific murders, there is a great deal 
of merit in discussing Diana’s murder. 

E-Z Mart purchased a convenience 
store in Sulphur Springs, Texas in 1987. 
The store had previously operated under an¬ 
other name for seven years. Throughout that 
seven years, the store’s security system had 
been served by a silent alarm system, cost¬ 
ing $8 a month. Site security was aug¬ 
mented by the presence of a telephone. 

In the seven year period before the 
purchase of the store by E-Z Mart, the store 
had never suffered a robbery, although two 
false alarms had been triggered. Each false 
alarm resulted in a police response in less 
than 60 seconds. A 60-second police re¬ 
sponse makes premeditated murder at a spe¬ 
cific site virtually impossible. Therefore, if 
a premeditated murder were planned at the 
E-Z Mart, store security would have to be 
decreased. 

Within days of purchasing the store, 
E-Z Mart removed the $8/month silent alarm 
system. E-Z Mart also altered the phone so 
outgoing calls could not be made. As a re¬ 
sult of these alterations, no store attendant 
could call 911 or, for that matter, anyone 
else for help. Large signs were put in place 
over the windows which prevented pass- 
ersby from looking in. Check cashing was 
added, increasing the amount of money on 
the premises. At the same time, the drop 
safes were removed, ensuring that the en¬ 
tire day’s receipts would be accessible to 
robbery. 

Set-up for murder? 

Four months after new owners 
bought the E-Z Mart, Diana Havner was 
raped, murdered and abducted. Once mur¬ 
dered, the death claim on the specific site 
was created. Because Diana had two chil¬ 
dren, additional derivative claims were also 
produced, creating a total of three personal 
injury, site-specific claims. 
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Was Diana Havner set up by her em¬ 
ployer? It can be presumed that if a separa¬ 
tion scheme occurred in the Havner case (a 
case in which the family members were not 
participating) the trial record shows that 
even with these startling liability facts, the 
claimants (Havner’s heirs) were not permit¬ 
ted to recover. Was a separation scheme 
attempted in the Havner case? Judge for 
yourself. See if the actions of the court or 
E-Z Mart defy ordinary logic and therefore 
imply the presence of unseen motives. 

At trial, six experts testified that 
Diana’s death was “foreseeable” and that the 
removal of the silent alarm and phone en¬ 
hanced that foreseeability. Because the 
death was foreseeable, E-Z Mart was liable. 
The jury returned with a verdict finding li¬ 
ability and accessing $4 million in damages. 
For the moment, E-Z Mart lost and Diana’s 
family had exclusive use of the claims. 

However, a separation scheme ap¬ 
pears to have been activated during the ap¬ 
pellate process when the Texarkana appel¬ 
late court ruled that Diana’s attorney had 
“failed to put on a scintilla of evidence of 
foreseeability” - despite the record of the 
six expert’s testimony. By law, the appel¬ 
late court’s only legal choice was to reverse 
the judgment of the trial court and render 
in favor of E-Z Mart. Under this appellate 
ruling, Diana Havner’s children would lose 
and the owner of the E-Z Mart would win 
and be entitled to a directed verdict in his 
favor. 

E-Z Mart should have demanded a 
favorable directed verdict. This would re¬ 
sult in an outright win for that E-Z Mart, 
and “close the claim” so no money could 
be paid by the insurance company to any¬ 
one. Instead, E-Z Mart acted like a cocon¬ 
spirator in a money laundering scheme in 
that they allowed the case to be remanded 
for a second trail ~ where it would still be 
possible to “separate” the claim from 
Havner’s heirs, and then launder a huge sum 
of money through a covert, post-separation 
settlement. 

E-Z Mart’s behavior was similar to a 
baseball team that’s just won the World Se¬ 
ries in bottom of the 9th inning of the sev¬ 
enth game — but then agrees to play an 
eighth game for the title. If the victory is 
secure, why take another chance that might 
reverse that victory into a loss? There are 
only two possible explanations for snatch¬ 
ing defeat from the jaws of victory: gross 
incompetence, or a secret “benefit” that 
makes losing more lucrative than winning. 

It’s the same in law: why would any 
business or insurance company “settle” a 
claim, even covertly, when they already have 
an outright win? Again, the answers can 


only be 1) incompetence; or 2) a secret ben¬ 
efit in losing that far outweighs the benefit 
of winning. 

In order to keep the Havner claim 
open for a covert, post separation settlement, 
the appellate court did what it could not law¬ 
fully do. Instead of reversing and render¬ 
ing for E-Z Mart (which would have closed 
the claim), the appellate court reversed and 
remanded the case for a new trial. Like¬ 
wise, E-Z Mart did not complain at the pros¬ 
pect of facing a new trial as its apparent 
motive was to keep the claim open. Are we 
to believe that both the appellate court was 
so incompetent that it rendered and unlaw¬ 
ful judgment and E-Z Mart was so incom¬ 
petent that it didn’t complain about being 
denied its outright victory? Or is it more 
likely that the court and E-Z Mart worked 
in concert to achieve and even “greater” vic¬ 
tory? 

Was the new trial good news for 
Diana Havner’s children and bad news for 
E-Z Mart? No. What good is a new trial 
when no matter how much evidence of fore¬ 
seeability is presented, the appellate court 
declares all such evidence to be no evi¬ 
dence? The appellate court’s ruling in re¬ 
manding for a new trial amounted to an im¬ 
possible command. A new trial to no where. 
Under the mentality of the Texarkana ap¬ 
pellate court, all the evidence in the world 
of foreseeability would be no evidence of 
foreseeability. 

The Havner case went to the Texas 
Supreme Court, where Justice Doggett im¬ 
mediately caught the appellate court’s im¬ 
proper action. Justice Doggett ruled that 
there was evidence of foreseeability and 
further instructed the appellate court that its 
decision to remand for a new trial was not 
within the court’s power. Justice Doggett 
instructed the appellate court that its con¬ 
duct was “most disturbing”. 

On remand, the appellate court, ap¬ 
parently determined to conduct a separation 
scheme and keep the pirated claim open, 
ruled that there was insufficient evidence 
of foreseeability and again reversed and 
(amazingly, but consistent with a murder 
scheme) again remanded the case for new 
trial. The appellate court was determined 
to keep the claim open, even to the extent 
that it disobeyed Texas Supreme Court Jus¬ 
tice Doggett. The end result was the cre¬ 
ation of a death claim for Diana Havner’s 
murder that the claim’s owners (Havner’s 
children) would never be able to use. The 
claim was apparently “separated” from the 
claimants (Havner’s children) and effec¬ 
tively pirated. 

However, it should be noted that 
eventually the Havner case made it almost 


impossible for a plaintiff to prevail in a law¬ 
suit involving murder at a workplace. Be¬ 
cause the motive for the murders is the cre¬ 
ation of an “open claim”, a plaintiff’s “at 
trial” loss actually imperils the scheme by 
shutting down the claim. As a result, the 
Havner c ase has made it almost mandatory 
that there now be some participation by a 
family member in the execution of the site 
specific murder. That way, a family mem¬ 
ber can file a claim, but agree not to liti¬ 
gate. This allows the insurance company to 
make a very generous “settlement” without 
going to court, including a judge as a co¬ 
conspirator, and risk losing the money laun¬ 
dering opportunity. After all, any trial may 
ultimately result in complete closure of the 
claim (the insurance company absolutely 
wins and can’t pay out a dime) or worse, 
the family members absolutely win all the 
money and none is laundered to benefit the 
conspirators. 

Follow the money trail 

How prevalent is site specific mur¬ 
der and money laundering through death 
claims? Far more prevalent than most would 
ever imagine. Site-specific murders can and 
do occur in any “normal negligence zone” 
where people die. This includes a doctor’s 
office, an airplane or a hospital as well as a 
workplace or bar. 
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Indianapolis, September 6, 7, 8, 1996 • Denver, November 8, 9, 10, 1996 


\ Contract the Patriot Matchmaker for Information. 

\. Working in cooperation with Preparedness Expos 
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“FM Properties”, an entity repre¬ 
sented by attorney Roy Minton of Austin, 
has allegedly experienced the murders of 26 
of its employees in Indonesia, with all mur¬ 
ders taking place on FM sites or being con¬ 
ducted in trucks or shipping containers 
owned by FM Properties. Even these for¬ 
eign murders can be “insured” here in Texas, 
allowing money to be downloaded from in¬ 
surance companies through death claims 
that take place half a world away. 

Death claims are the gang planks that 
permit the money temporarily placed in the 
host carriers to walk off tax free and unre¬ 
ported, money that will then acquire full 
central bank access, thus escaping the re¬ 
porting requirements of the Bank Secrecy 
Act. 

What is the chief culprit? 

Money laundering, always conducted 
by way of conspiracy, is well known for the 
corruption and violence that attends it. At 
present, this country is in the midst of an 
epidemic of money laundering, brought 
about by looting the Savings & Loans in 
the 1980’s, and the central government’s 
policy of keeping the “old” cash in circula¬ 
tion. The Bank Secrecy Act (passed about 
1980) established the reporting require¬ 
ments (read “trace back”) for any cash de¬ 
posit over $ 10,000. As a result, an estimated 
$200 billion in old cash currently exists in 
bulk storage, hidden outside the central 


banking system. Because of its enormous 
volume ($200 billion), it is too large to be 
effectively moved back into the central 
banking system in $10,000 increments (it 
would require over 20 million deposits). 

The recent but long-anticipated 
change in currency has accelerated concerns 
about trace back and security for “old” cash 
currency holders. Get caught with the 
money and you go to jail. Due to the change 
in currency, now even the maid can deter¬ 
mine if her employer is a money hoarder. 
Nine months from now, even the maid will 
begin to wonder why she is continually be¬ 
ing paid in old $100 bills. And if the new 
money replaces the old in the central bank¬ 
ing system, that $200 billion in stored old 
cash will be quickly rendered as worthless 
as Confederate money. All these factors 
create a compelling motive for those hold¬ 
ing the $200 billion to “launder” it back into 
respectability. 

The primary purpose for the murder- 
based money laundering scheme may be to 
circumvent the reporting requirements put 
in place by the Bank Secrecy Act and move 
old cash currency into the central banking 
system. Because of the Bank Secrecy Act 
and its $10,000 reporting requirements, di¬ 
rect transactions with the central bank must 
be avoided. However, the reporting require¬ 
ments and government oversight of the in¬ 
surance industry is nowhere near as strin¬ 


gent and therefore insurance has become an 
avenue of choice for laundering enormous 
sums of money. 

Like it or not, we have arrived at a 
time where the excess currency, spilled out 
by the central government’s gross incom¬ 
petence (allowing the S&L’s to be looted), 
has empowered racketeers and other unsa¬ 
vory elements of our society. As a result, 
we exist under the thumb of people who 
have no desire or inclination for due pro¬ 
cess. Bribery, jury tampering, witness tam¬ 
pering, false indictments, harassing and 
punitive disbarments, arrest attempts based 
on pseudo-infractions, and judicial miscon¬ 
duct are becoming commonplace. 

The central government has long ac¬ 
knowledged the danger the old cash drug 
and bank fraud currency poses to the cen¬ 
tral banking system through its enactment 
of the Bank Secrecy Act and the Money 
Laundering Suppression Act. It should like¬ 
wise acknowledge the danger of leaving this 
currency “out there” where the old cash cur¬ 
rency is actively funding a crisis in corrup¬ 
tion and murder. Otherwise, this currency 
will continue to fund a war on the central 
banking system as well as a war on the so¬ 
ciety at large, resulting in a long term domi¬ 
nance by criminal elements unlike anything 
this country has ever seen. 


??? WANTFD n? 

LEGAL REPRESENTATION 

in a malpractice suit to be brought against attorneys who, inter alia, 
pursued a frivolous Fair Housing Discrimination suit and, on learning the 
truth, concealed same from clients. Concealed defendant’s settlement offer, 
refused discovery, dismissed defendant over clients’ objection, revealed 
privileged information to defense counsel and held clients’ files hostage. 

REPRESENTATION SOUGHT : 

Fairness, diligence and ability to represent clients zealously. 

PREFERENCE : 

To bring suit under diversity jurisdiction with damages exceeding $200,000. 

REPLY TO: 

Legal Help, P.O. Box 125, Mishawaka, Indiana 46546-0125 

V_ J 
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ENIGMA, MYSTERY, CONSPIRACY 
&AROVE TOP SECRET 

THE FIX IS IN, YOU’RE ABOUT TO BE HAD, AND 
IT’S SOONER THAN YOU THINK. 

'The prudent man forsees the evil and hides himself from it....” 

INTELLIGENCE IS WORTHLESS IF NOT BASED UPON THE TRUTH, 

THE TRUTH IS WORTHLESS IF YOU DO NOT ACT UPON IT. 

Something BIG is about to go down. It will change YOUR LIFE, and the lives of YOUR LOVED ONES 
FOREVER. You cannot stop it, you cannot change it. But you can PREPARE FOR IT, and you can HIDE 
YOURSELF from much of the coming STORM. But none of this will do you any good IF YOU DO NOT 
UNDERSTAND the WHAT, WHEN, HOW AND WHO of the coming catastrophic changes. There are a 
million voices out there - and most of them wrong. If you want to know what IS REALLY GOING ON, and 
WHAT IS GOING TO HAPPEN NEXT, then you owe it to yourself to obtain some of the BEST 
DOCUMENTARY VIDEOS AROUND: 

IRON MOUNTAIN - BLUEPRINT FOR TYRANNY (2:30) - The agenda of the ELITE is IRON 
MOUNTAIN. They have been following it since its release is 1966, even though they hotly deny it and brand it 
a hoax. LIARS ALWAYS LIE. They put a gun to your head and tell you it's not loaded. IT IS, and THE RICH 
MEN are about to pull the trigger. Many have said that the IRON MOUNTAIN SERIES (I, II, III) are the best 
videos on the market to document fully the extent and magnitude of the CONSPIRACY to take AMERICA and 
then THE WORLD. SP - $45.95 UPS or $47.95 PRIORITY MAIL or SLP $27.95 UPS or $29.95 
PRIORITY MAIL. (USA) 

THE COVENANT (2:40) - The RICH MEN of the earth have made a COVENANT. They fully intend to 
destroy the BILL OF RIGHTS and the rest of the CONSTITUTION. They plan to STEAL YOUR LAND, HOME, 
PROPERTY AND CHILDREN. The UNITED NATIONS is their FRONT. The Bible calls the U.N. the ANTICHRIST 
BEAST. It is coming to power EXACTLY when the BIBLE said it would, and EXACTLY WHERE it said it would. 
You don't have be a Christian to appreciate the 100% ACCURACY of the world’s FINEST PROPHETS, yet the 
world IGNORES THEM. THEY WILL PAY A HIGH PRICE FOR THEIR IGNORANCE. SP - $45.95 UPS, 
$47.95 PRIORITY MAIL or SLP $27.95 UPS or $29.95 PRIORITY MAIL. (USA) 

UNFRIE NDLY FIRE - THE UN PI.AN TO TAKE AMERICA. - (2:00) This video documentary contains 
some of the most STARTLING UNITED NATIONS DOCUMENTS you will ever see - and they show you THE 
TRUE INTENT OF THE UNITED NATIONS - Shows you the real truth behind the BIO-DIVERSITY TREATY, 
THE WILDLANDS PROJECT, BIO-SPHERE RESERVES, CORRIDORS AND "ALL USE" ZONES which are a 
prelude to TOTAL SLAVERY. Every LAND OWNER, HOME OWNER, RANCHER, FARMER, REAL ESTATE 
BROKER OR AGENT MUST SEE this video. FULLY DOCUMENTED. SP $39.95 UPS, $41.95 PRIORITY 
MAIL or LP $24.95 UPS, $26.95 PRIORITY MAIL. (USA) 

THE ATLANTIS CHRONICLES (4:00) - The deep probe into the mystery of ATLANTIS, and why the 
OCCULT FORCES are using ATLANTIS as their guide to usher in their NEW WORLD ORDER and a new 
GOLDEN AGE. This four hour documentary will prove to you that ATLANTIS is at the heart of CONSPIRACY to 
RETAKE THE WORLD and allow ATLANTIS TO RISE AGAIN IN THE UNITED STATES. Probes THE OCCULT 
and their RISE TO POWER in America. Nothing like it on the market, ANYWHERE!! SP ONLY $59.95 UPS 
or $61.95 PRIORITY MAIL. (USA) 

BEST VIDEO PRODUCTIONS 
ORDERS ONLY 1-800-257-2672 or QUESTIONS (715) 632-2316 
MASTER CARD, VISA, DISCOVER, AMERICAN EXPRESS AND OPTIMA 

or write: 

BEST VIDEO PRODUCTIONS, P.O. Box 69, Wheeler, WI 54772 













































Subscriptions 


Publications 


ANNUAL $30.00 

Six 64-page issues dedicated to Raising Hell for Lawyers 

SIX MONTHS $20.00 

Three 64-page Issues 

GROUP (min.) $60.00 

S A YE $1(1 PER INDIVIDUAL SUBSCRIPTION 
$20.00 / Annual subscription for each group member. 
MINIMUM 3 subscriptions per order 

Call For Info On BULK RATES To Groups 
or Periodical Retailers 


Back Issues 

INDIVIDUAL $5.00 ea. 

VOLUMES 1,2, 3, 4, or 5 $30.00 ea. 

Each Volume contains ALL the AntiShyster articles and 
cartoons published in a calendar year: 

Volume 1 (J991) 150 pages; 

Volume 2 (1992) 200 pages. 

Volume 3 (1993) 150 pages 
Volume 4 (1994) 220 pages 
Volume 5 (1995) ready by the end of January, 1996 
All Volumes are "perfect-bound", & printed on 20# paper. 

SPECIAL! 

* ANY TWO VOLUMES $50.00 (SAVE $10) 

* FOUR VOLUMES FOR $90.00 (SAVE $30), or 

* ALL FIVE VOLUMES for $120 and get a 

FREE One-Year Subscription 
(Save $ 60) 

ANALYSIS OF CIVIL GOVERNMENT 

by Calvin Townsend 

originally published in 1868, as "A class-book for the use of grammar, 
normal, and high schools, academies, seminaries, colleges, universities 
and other institutions of learning." Until I read this Analysis, 1 didn 7 
think any book could serve so broad an audience - but this one does. 

This is the fin est Constitution study guide I’ve seen . Study this book in a 
group if you can; you 'll be amazed and delighted. 150 pages, softcover 
$25 + $5 S&H Order more than one copy for group study , and each 
additional copy is only $15 each + $5 S&H 


"COMMON LAW LIENS " 

by Alfred Adask 

This study guide includes essays, examples of common law liens and case cites 
explaining a new. evolving legal strategy used by folks across the USA. 

To Protect Their Equity In Their Homes And Farms Against Foreclosure. 

100+ pages, $24.95 + $5 P&H 

"COMMERCIAL LIENS I" 

by Alfred Adask 

A study guide on what may be the hottest legal strategy available for 
aggressive pro se litigants -- Commercial Liens. This collection of essays, lien 
examples, case cites, etc. explains how private citizens across the USA are filing 
LIENS on judges, bureaucrats, even elected politicians to compel them to obex the 
law. Because these liens are non-judicial, they are inexpensive to file, and difficult 
for corrupt government officials to evade. Although this strategy is new, evolving, 
and not absolutely confirmed, everything I've seen since 1992 indicates 
Commercial Liens may be the most potent, explosive strategy ever available for use 
by private citizens. 

The Pro Per Litigant’s Neutron Bomb. 

300+ pages $34.95 + $5 P&H 

"COMMERCIAL LIENS II" 

by Hartford Van Dyke 

Includes the fundamental theory of Commercial Law and the Commercial Lien 
Strategy as explained by Hartford Van Dyke, the lien’s principal proponent. 

500 + pages $34.95 + $5 P&H 

"THE MISSING I3TH AMENDMENT" 

by Alfred Adask 

Has a lawful amendment been subverted from the U.S. Constitution? Between 
1819 and 1876, at least 26 states or territories published copies of the U.S. 
Constitution containing a "13th Amendment" which has since mysteriously 
disappeared. This "Title of Nobility" Amendment would have prevented lawyers 
from holding public office, and more importantly, prohibit all special interest 
legislation. This perfect-bound reference manual contains three essays from the 
AntiShyster explaining the history and sign ficance of the "Missing 13th 
Amendment" as well as over 80 photocopies of historical documents which 
published this amendment as lawfully ratified. 

100pages $24.95 + $5 P&H 

"TEXAS RECONSTRUCTION ACTS " 

by Alfred Adask 

A forgotten, 1870 Federal law prohibits Texas from ever changing or amending the 
state constitution to deprive auy of its citizens of any of their rights as those right 
existed in 1870. This means Texan s rights and privileges are guaranteed forever 
to be no. less than they were in 1870. This 1870 law should apply to everything: 
Gun rights, zoning, property taxes, traffic laws. etc. etc. (Based on this law, Alfred 
Adask - a non-lawyer - ran for the Texas Supreme Court in 1992 and received 
204,000 votes.) Similar laws may exist for the other former Confederate States. 
Perfect-bound study guide Includes the Reconstruction Acts, the 1870 Federal Law, 
the 1869 Texas State Constitution, and three AntiShyster articles 
explaining the significance of the 1870 Federal Law. 

120 pages. $24.95 + $5 P&H 


Send cash, check, or money order to: 

AntiShyster c/o P.O.B. 540786 Dallas, Texas 75354-0786 

Viscty MC Orders ONLY, call 1-800-477-5508 Office: 214-418-8993 InterNet: www.antishyster.com 


AntiShyster 

www.antishyster.com 


Volume 6, No. 2 





















California Schemin’: 

The Corrella Shuttleworth Story 

by Dr. Harold Sweet, Ph.d. 


The following allegations are made 
by Dr. Harold Sweet, a former employee, 
companion, and trustee for Mrs. Corrella 
Shuttleworth. Dr. Sweet has sent me infor¬ 
mation every month or two on the 
Shuttleworth case for at least two years. 
However, I don’t have the personal re¬ 
sources to consider every stoty that’s sent 
to me (we are swamped), and Dr Sweet’s 
was one of many that -- ‘til now — I had 
effectively ignored. 

Part of the reason his story was ig¬ 
nored was because — until recently - / had 
no outside confirmation that his claims 
}night be true. We receive a fair number of 
stories that I regard as erroneous, even 
falsely contrived and it’s difficult to know 
which are - and are not -- real. However, 
attorney Larry Bee raft recently endorsed Dr. 
Sweet’s story, and Mike Matson (also em¬ 
ployed by Mrs. Shuttleworth and now liv¬ 
ing “on the run ”) has even passed through 
Dallas and met me once to ask that we help 
publicize their story. These people are mak¬ 
ing too much effort, assuming too much 
personal risk, and persisting in that effort 
since 1990 -- to dismiss their story as self- 
serving and false. It appears that two grown 
men have spent six years of their lives try¬ 
ing to rectify an injustice and perhaps mur¬ 
der done to their former employer. And so 
we finally made the effort to read, consider, 
edit and present Dr. Sweet’s story. 

Nevertheless, this presentation is 
one-sided in that it relies primarily on Dr. 
Sweet, Mike Matson, and some newspaper 
articles for its information. The alleged 
“bad guys” in this article were not con¬ 
tacted and although the allegations herein 
are believed to be generally true, some de¬ 
tails may be inaccurate. Still, the prepon¬ 
derance of the evidence suggests that this 
story is essentially true and another impor¬ 
tant illustration of the quality of “justice” 
to be found in our probate courts. 


Corrella Shuttleworth was an elderly 
but competent widow. Like many elderly 
Americans, she lived alone following the 
death of her husband Parnell, a former ex¬ 
ecutive. As she aged, Mrs. Shuttleworth 
found proper help to assist her with house¬ 
hold chores, making appointments, chauf- 
feuring, etc.: a Mr. Michael Matson, who 
was in his early 40’s when first engaged for 
services. I met this dear lady and was hired 
in 1984 when I was 49. I enjoyed tending 
to her extensive gardening requirements, as 
well as providing many hours of lovely com¬ 
panionship. Since both Mrs. Shuttleworth 
and I had been prodigious travelers in our 
day, there were always many interesting 
things to discuss. 

The infirmities of her old age were 
only physical; Corrella was of clear mind 
to the end of her days. Unfortunately, she 
was prone to spontaneous falls, the cause 
of which had never been properly diag¬ 
nosed. She had several such falls during 
Mr. Matson and my tenures which covered 
the last six years of her life. 

Only after working for her for sev¬ 
eral years, I learned that she had two step¬ 
daughters. (I first met one of them when it 
was time to re-invest the principal of the 
income producing trust. The other, I met 
only once, following six years of service.) 
Corrella was genuinely estranged from them 
and made it clear that she wanted them to 
have no knowledge whatsoever of the con¬ 
dition of her health. It was likewise appar¬ 
ent that the two step-daughters had only ill 
feelings for Corrella. The reason for the con¬ 
flict between Corrella and her step-daugh¬ 
ters became apparent: money. 

When her husband (and the step¬ 
daughters’ father) Parnell died in 1983, his 
entire estate of $500,000 was willed to 
Corrella, but through the step-daughters’ 
machinations, this figure was divided into 
three parts of $150,000 each, the $50,000 
balance going to the attorney who arranged 
the “redistribution”. Therefore, starting in 


1983, Corrella had an income producing 
trust worth $150,000. Corrella was respon¬ 
sible for tax purposes for income derived 
from this trust, but the principal was con¬ 
trolled by her estranged step-daughters and 
was to revert to them on Corrella’s death. 

Corrella’s home was a beautiful es¬ 
tate that was fully paid for — primarily by 
Corrella, who had worked for many years 
as a successful buyer for a prominent de¬ 
partment store. The house was appraised 
in 1990 at $460,000. 

Corrella had two different and sepa¬ 
rate instruments of her own to insure her 
final wishes: a Will and a “living” or 
intervivos Trust. The Will contained about 
$10,000 worth of personal assets like 
clothes, furniture, etc. The living trust con¬ 
tained her $460,000 home. Both of these 
legal instruments had been prepared by com¬ 
petent counsel in 1989. Based on our five 
years of service, Mrs. Shuttleworth also 
appointed Mr. Matson and myself as co¬ 
trustees for the trust that held her home. 

Although always far “too busy” to 
visit their step-mother, the step-daughters 
found time to spread a fabric of slander and 
lies to the neighbors about her help, Mike 
Matson and myself. The step-daughters 
accused Mr. Matson and I of “beating, abus¬ 
ing and robbing” Mrs. Shuttleworth. But 
interestingly, the stepdaughters never filed 
a police report or bothered to see for them¬ 
selves if such was actually the case. On the 
contrary, Deanna Lyon, Corrella’s chosen 
attorney confirmed she was “well-cared for 
and well-manicured” under Matson’s and 
my care. And James Wheeler, Corrella’s 
brother, is on record as being quite happy 
with Corrella’s “help”. 

Corrella had another fall in the early 
part of 1990 and this time she broke her hip. 
This is serious for the very elderly; she was 
92 at the time, but was healing well and past 
the danger point associated with the prob¬ 
lem. She returned home from the hospital 
but it looked like her medical care would 
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exhaust the $ 150,00 income producing trust. 
The principal had already eroded to 
$100,000 and could conceivably dwindle to 
nothing. The two step daughters (who con¬ 
trolled the trust and stood to inherit any re¬ 
maining principal if Corrella died) seemed 
to become frantic . 

Just after Corrella’s fall, the step¬ 
daughters actively re-entered Corrella’s life. 
They initiated a “Conservatorship Petition”, 
fraudulently representing themselves as 
“daughters by blood”, thus displacing 
Corrella’s real blood relatives. This per¬ 
jury and other bogus allegations of the Pe¬ 
tition were refuted in open court, but to no 
avail. The court favored the step-daughters 
and appointed Mr. Fred Isaacs of “I.M.T. 
Associates” (San Leandro, Cal.) “Conser¬ 
vator” over Corrella’s person and her 
$ 10,000 will. Then, misusing Probate Code 
Sec. 2800 and acting outside its authority, 
the court replaced Mr. Matson and myself 
(the lawful trustees for the trust that con¬ 
tained the $460,000 home) with attorney 
Mike Ferguson. Finally, the court mandated 
a private visit of the step-daughters with the 
recovering Corrella — but Mr. Matson and I 
were barred from being present. Incredibly, 
within 10 days after the alleged “Conserva¬ 
tor” and new Trustee were appointed and 
only 10 hours after the court-mandated pri¬ 
vate visit by the step-daughters, Mrs. 


Shuttleworth was dead under some ex¬ 
tremely suspicious circumstances. 

For example, conservator Isaacs 
filed a fraudulent report with an investiga¬ 
tor in the Coroner’s Dept. Isaacs falsely 
claimed to have placed the call to “911” 
summoning emergency help; he claimed to 
be the first to arrive at the scene, that 
Corrella had been abandoned, and that she 
was “dead on the floor” upon his arrival. 

911 records prove Mr. Matson made 
the call for emergency help. After Mr. 
Matson arrived at the home at approximately 
9:45 PM, his first call was to I.M.T. Asso¬ 
ciates (conservator Isaac’s firm) but the 
nursing supervisor refused to return his 
emergency call. He called again , this time 
talking directly with the supervisor, who rec¬ 
ommended he wait 30 minutes before call¬ 
ing 911! When firemen/paramedics arrived 
shortly thereafter, (no thanks to Corrella’s 
court-appointed Conservator), they found 
the “advice” of I.M.T. ’s nursing supervisor 
to wait 30 minutes on a 911 medical emer¬ 
gency “unsound”. Mrs. Shuttleworth was 
pronounced dead soon after arrival at the 
hospital. The court-appointed Conserva¬ 
tor Isaacs did not show up at the residence 
until approximately 1:30 am, on the morn¬ 
ing following her death. He was never 
present during any of the events which im¬ 
mediately preceded her death. 


Next, a falsified death certificate was 
filed by Dr. Robert Tufft, Corrella’s physi¬ 
cian of record for the last year and a half of 
her life, and “coincidentally” an associate 
of conservator Isaacs. The 92 year old 
woman was recorded as being only 79 by 
this very same Doctor Tufft. 

Why? 

I believe her age was intentionally 
falsified because for over a year, Dr. Tufft 
had repeatedly prescribed a deadly duo of 
medications for Corrella which are prohib¬ 
ited for use by any one over the age of79\ 
First, the deadly Digitalis drug “Lanoxin” 
(which is not to be used in conjunction with 
any diuretic) was prescribed for Corrella. 
But Corrella was simultaneously treated 
with the^/«re//c“Dyazide’’ (which removes 
the body’s sodium), and although a potas¬ 
sium supplement is mandatory with this par¬ 
ticular diuretic, none was given. Addition¬ 
ally, Dr. Tufft and conservator Isaacs falsi¬ 
fied Corrella’s social security number on the 
death certificate. 

Probate hearings were begun on the 
$10,000 will and $460,000 living trust (on 
which the step-daughters had no lawful 
claim) based on the signature of a purported 
niece — a woman not seen in the area for 
over 30 years. The signature was proven to 
be a forgery. Still, the onerous Probate con¬ 
tinued despite the fact that under California 
law, probate courts only have jurisdiction 
over wills worth more than $60,000 , but do 
not have jurisdiction over irrevocable trusts 
which are wholly exempt from probate pro¬ 
cedures and can only be challenged by a 
lawsuit in Superior Court. Until such law¬ 
suit is won, the trust stands inviolate, as per 
the intent of its founder. 

The intent of the court soon became 
clear. By ignoring Corrella’s 1989 will, and 
co-mingling elements of a 1983 will that 
Corrella had revoked with the $460,000 
Trust, the judge apparently conspired with 
the step-daughters’ attorney, Montie S. Day, 
and the court appointed Trustee, Mike 
Ferguson, in what is known as a “trust con¬ 
version” . During the entire extent of the 
hearings, Judge Travis made no mention of 
the word ‘Trust”, preferring instead the term 
“revoked will”. 

Provisions written into the Trust that 
it be defended in court were ignored. Mr. 
Matson and I retained attorney Larry Wil¬ 
son who apparently lacked the ability (in¬ 
tegrity?) to offer adequate defense for the 
Trust and who soon disappeared! 

At one hearing, there was an effort 
to frame Mr. Matson and myself (lawful 
co-trustees) by a surprise witness, not on 
the jointly submitted witness list. This wit- 
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ness, a certain “Nathaniel Bobbitt” had, in¬ 
terestingly, identical credentials to Mr. Day, 
as both were former FBI and IRS agents. 

Mr. Bobbitt alleged that based on 
data extrapolated from tax records, the 
$ 150,000 income-producing trust had been 
reduced by Mr. Matson and I while Corrella 
had been under our care. We produced 
Corrella’s accountant’s records proving the 
two step-daughters had secretly moved the 
missing income from four accounts into a 
“Putnam” fund and quickly destroyed the 
testimony of this surprise character assas¬ 
sin. Nevertheless, Judge Travis persisted, 
often with bizarre rulings, and upheld the 
trust conversion. 

In a long series of actions to silence 
the Shuttleworth Trust’s lawful co-trustees, 
Mr. Matson and I were both eventually jailed 
for alleged criminal violations of a “court 
order”. To keep Matson and myself from 
bringing the details of the Trust conversion 
to light, attorney Montie Day instituted a 
civil lawsuit which was prosecuted crimi¬ 
nally in direct violation of California law. 
Attorney Day won a court order (which we 
must violate!) which prohibits us from talk¬ 
ing to the Police, the media, grand juries, or 
neighbors about the conversion racket of the 
Alameda Courts. We have both served jail 
time for “contempt” of the unlawful and un¬ 
constitutional gag order. 


However, since these criminal pros¬ 
ecutions, Alameda County Sheriff Charles 
Plummer claimed in a front page story in 
the Dec 30 , 1992 Oakland Tribune “The 
entire Alameda County criminal justice 
system is bankrupt and no one has the guts 
to fix it”!! Don’t we know! 

The bottom line? My partner Mike 
Matson is “on the run” from the forces of 
“trustee” Mike Ferguson 1 and attorney 
Montie Day 2 and without even a place to 
“hang his hat” because of an alleged misde¬ 
meanor probation violation connected with 
the gag order. In fact, the Alameda County 
judge has issued a $250,000 all-states war¬ 
rant on the misdemeanor\ There is no ques¬ 
tion, someone wants this case buried . . . ! 

I maintain a tenuous hold on my 
apartment here in Alameda County. But Mr. 
Matson and I will fight on to the best of our 
ability and meagre means to bring the court 
systems of Alameda County to JUSTICE; 
defending to our final breaths the last wishes 
of our boss, Corrella Shuttleworth, the 
grand old lady of the Oakland Hills. 

May she Rest in Peace. . . . 


'In a report headlining the August 22, 
1995 Oakland Tribune , California State 
Senator Quentin Kopp filed suit in Alameda 
County Superior Court, on behalf of the 
penniless, wheelchair bound granddaughter of 
Albert Einstein, claiming the same Mr. Mike 
Ferguson was also trustee of a $15 million 
secret Einstein trust. He had hidden the trust 
from Einstein’s granddaughter, seeking to sell 
the Nobel Prize winner’s letters and manu¬ 
scripts after the cancer-stricken granddaughter 
died. Feiguson resigned from the Einstein trust 
but never returned calls from the Oakland 
Tribune. Apparently Mr. Ferguson has found 
his niche as a “Trustee”.... 

Additional information has come to 
this editor’s attention supporting Dr. Sweet’s 
claims regarding the integrity of one of their 
adversaries. A “Summary of Litigation” has 
been recently discovered concerning a 
pistachio ranch partnership in which one of the 
parties was a certain “Montie S. Day”. On 
May 28, 1992, the court reportedly held that 
an appeal by Day was “frivolous and had been 
brought in bad faith and for the purpose of 
delay”. The three judges in the case imposed 
$20,000 in sanctions against Day and his 
attorney partner. The court held that the 
$20,000 in sanctions was appropriate, since the 
court had, on a previous occasion against the 
same attorneys, imposed almost $10,000 in 
sanctions, “with no discernible effect”! For 
those interested, see Papadakis v. Zelis, 11 
Cal.Rptr.2d 411 (July 1992). 



I.R.S. UNDER INDICTMENT? 

THE PEOPLE vs THE I.R.S.! 


LEGALLY STOP PAYING INCOMETAX • LEGALLY STOPTHE IRS!! 

From LEGAL NOTICES to MOT10NS...it’s all now available in this ONE BOOK! 

Finally—material like no other! IRS UNDER INDICTMENT? leaves the IRS defenseless. It explains in dear, 
plain English how to stop an IRS SUMMONS by putting your bank on LEGAL NOTICE, along with the recently 
successful MOTION TO QUASH to file with the court Also included are letters recently and successfully used to STOP 
an ASSESSMENT and obtained a refund that the IRS had been holding hostage for prior years withholding. You will 
find out exactly how one man stopped his employer from WITHHOLDING by reading the NOTICE to the IRS that made 
them recognize his EXEMPT status! Have you had a frivolous filing fee assessed to you? Included in this book is the 
notice that had IT REMOVED. Read examples of the exact motions for starting your own lawsuit against any 
government official if you have had ANY rights violated. Read also about the surprising new ruling by a court that 
income taxes are VOLUNTARY, and the 1995 ruling that federal legislation does not apply to the fifty states! 

After reviewing this book you will never pay income taxes again. Nor a flat tax because you will find out in this 
book that a flat tax WOULD NOT APPLY TO YOU anyway. Think about it—if a tax is illegally misapplied it doesn’t matter 
how it is collected. ISNT IT STILL AN ILLEGALLY MISAPPLIEDTAX??? 

For years great Patriots have been trying to tell America that we are not liable for paying an income tax. Well, 
they were right but they just haven’t had the proper lawful ammunition to back their positions—UNTIL NOW! I’ve been 
very fortunate to have been taught common law in combination with statutory procedures, enabling me to teach as well 
as help citizens STOP this misapplied income tax. It is now available in this book, simplified and easy to understand. 

Thanks for your interest in supporting America and the constitutional principles that made our country the 
greatest nation in history. 

Sincerely, 

.95 (+ $3.25 S&H) Richard A Bellon, Dir., Legal Research Institute 


Call in Credit Card Orders or Send Check or Money Order to: 

P.O. Box 720121, Redding, CA 96099 

Advantage Publishing is no* seeking distributors Cal us hr >ctr special discounts & FREE brochure TOOAYI 


1 - 800 - 840-7382 
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Since 1983 


Books: 

How To Stop An IRS Summons: Best "How To” Book on the 
market. Simple 44 Step-by-Step ” proven method of stopping an 
IRS summons (including corporate)...LimitedOiTer-SS# 1 .$40.00 

IRS Practice & Procedure Manual: A compilation of case 
cites, statutes, rules, regulations & procedures that IRS 
must follow for liens, levies, seizures, etc.1C1R#l..$65.00 


How To Stop Foreclosure: (Book & Study Guide) Presents 
many ways to stop foreclosure action.HFS-2..$ 100.00 


Conclusive Proof & Evidence : That the labor of a Human 
Being is NOT taxable nor an article in commerce.STC#l.$3.00 

TRUST Video : Everything you wanted to know about 
Offshore and Domestic Trusts.Limited 01Ter..VT#8.$20.00 


Ambassador Geoff Armstrong c/o P.O. Box 351007 Palm Coast. FI 32135 
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etc. 

Trying to explain how the 
Whitewater affair had spun so 
badly out of control, one top 
adviser to the President stated, 
“From the very beginning, this 
was handled by the lawyers.” 

By the time most lawyers figure 
out they don’t have any talent 
for the law, they’re making too 
much money to quit. 

Aside from money, what makes 
a lawyer’s eyes light up? 

A flashlight in his ear. 

Did you hear about the ethical 
lawyer? 

Don’t worry. Nobody else has 
either. 

What do you call six lawyers 
standing in a circle? 

A dope ring. 

The greatest distress that most 
victims experience after an 
accident is that of receiving 
their lawyer’s bill. 

Did you hear about the lawyer 
who could tell whether a 
contract was written or oral just 
by looking at it? 

The prosecutor asked the 
defendant, “Where were you 
between seven and eight?” 

The man answered, “Second 
grade”. 
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Q, What is the true purchasing power of money today? 
Q, How safe is your money today? 

How will the national debt affect you? 

Q. What does the falling dollar mean? 

Q, What is a dollar? Does it mean the same as in 1920? 
Q, How can i protect my financial future? 


For the answers to these questions and more, 

Call: Southwest International Trading at 
1-800-240-2646 for your free information pack. 

Call Today: 1-800-240-2646 
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THE STORY OF TAXES & 
MONEY, FRAUD & SLAVERY 


BARRIE KONICOV 


Does The Government Have The 
Authority To Pass A Law Saying That 
YOUR Money Belongs To Them? 


Well, Do They? — OF COURSE NOT! 


Because such a law would make you a slave. The 13th Amend¬ 
ment to the Constitution specifically prohibits “slavery and involun¬ 
tary servitude.” However, it does allow voluntary servitude or volun¬ 
tary comp l lance. 

You made yourself a slave by entering into certain written contracts 
with the federal United States Government. Your slave contracts be¬ 
gan with your application for a Social Security number and ended with 
the last 1040 that you signed and sent in. A slave you are and a slave 
you will be until you elect to free yourself. 

If, from this moment on, you choose to voluntarily pay income taxes, 
that is your right. But, if you no longer want to pay these taxes, your 
situation has changed. You are being forced to pay because you en¬ 
tered into a series of contracts that have created the condition of sla¬ 
very. Under law, you cannot be forced to perform the conditions of any 
contract that created the Prohibited Condition of Slavery. SLAVES 
MUST FREE THEMSELVES. 

Wake up! Time is short. We who have gone before you anxiously 
await your appearance. The door is open, and the way is tried, tested, 
and sure. Your company is requested. Call De-Taxing America at (616) 
891-2217 and ask how you can get a Petition for Release from the 
Prohibited Condition of Slavery and Involuntary Servitude. 


^ De-Taxing America 


** Add “The Ultimate Video” to your order 

The Great Snow Job ............. $14.95 + $2.50 S/H 

Taxes are for slaves. Free yourself! (Book) 

Liberty I ft The Balance............... $24.95 + $5 S/H 

The history of the Fed., the I.R.S., the income tax, 
and how America has been deceived. (Video) 

The Federal Mafia....................... $23.95 + $5 S/H 

How the income tax is in violation of constitutional 
law. (Book) 

Vultures in Eagle's Clothing...... $39.95 + $5 S/H 

Rulings and procedures that remove you from the 
system. (Book) 

Information Package............. $24.95 + $4.25 S/H 

Total Value $42.80-—This package includes: 

t The Great Snow Job (Book)...$14.95 

• Connecting Link (Magazine).$ 4.95 

• AntiShyster (Magazine) ..$ 3.95 

• Media ByPass (Magazine).. $ 3.95 

• Trust Information.$ 5.00 

• 2 Cassette Tapes....$10.00 


for only $15.00 (a $24.95 value). 

Educational Package ................. $54.95 + $5 S/H 

Total Value $92.70—This package includes every¬ 
thing in the Information Package PLUS 2 videos— 
Liberty In The Balance and The Ultimate Video. 

**The Ultimate Video.................. $24.95 + $5 S/H 

Barrie Konicov is at his best in this live recording of 
a 4-hour seminar. Covers taxes and de-taxing, 
money and cancelling bank and credit card debts, 
and pure living trusts. 


To order, send check or money order (Include S/H, 
address information and telephone number) to: 
Connecting Link, 9392 Whitneyvilie Rd. S.E., 
Dept AS, Alto, Michigan, 49302 
Credit card orders call (616) 891-0410 

For more information on products and services, call 

De-Taxing America (616) 891-2217 





































